83RD GENERAL ASSEMBLY
BEGULAR SESSION

MAY 25, 1984

PBESIDENT:

The Senate will please come to crder. Will the nmeabers
be at their desks. ¥ill our guests in the gallery please
rise. Prayer this morning by the Beverend Faul Babbking,
Blessed Sacrament Church, Springfield, Illinois. Father.
REVEBREND HABBING:

(Prayer given by Eeverend Habbing)
PRESIDENT:

Thank you, Father. Reading of the Journal. Senator
Johns.

SEBATOR JOHNS:

Thank you, Mr. ©President. I wmove that reading and
approval of the Jourrnals of Tuesday, May tbhe 1Sth; Wednesday,
May the 16th; Thursday, May the 17th; Friday, May the 18th;
Monday, May the 21st; Tuesday, May the 22nd; W®ednesday, HMay
the 23rd and Thursday, May the 24th, in the year 1984, be
postponed pending arrival of the printed Journals.

PHESIDENI:

You've heard the motion as placed by Senator Johns. Any
discussion? If not, all in favor indicate by saying Aye.
All opposed. The Ayes have it. Motionm carries and it is so
ordered. Messages from the House.

SECRETABY:

Message from the House by Mr. O?8Brien, Clerk.

Mr. President - I am directed to inform the Senate
the House of Representatives has passed bills with the
following titles, in the passage of which I anr instructed to
ask concurrence of the Senate, to-wit:

Bouse Bills 704, 809, 1004, 1186, 1190, 1210,
1216, 1726, 1839, 2211, 2278, 2364, 2373, 2384, 2470, 2574,
2726, 2740, 2753, 2781, 2835, 2853, 2884, 289:Z,...3083, 3092,
3099, 3108, 3127, 3134, 3165, 3181, 3183, 3212 and 3218.
Message from the House by Mr. O'Brien, Clerk.

Mr. President - I am directed tc inform the



Page 2 - MAY 25, 1984

Senate the House of Representatives has adopted the fcllowing
joint resolution, in the adoption of which I am instructed to
ask concurrence of the Senatsz, to-wit:

House Joint BHesolution 152 and it's congrat-
ulatory.
PRESIDENT:

Consent Calendar. Senator Bupp, for what purpose do you
arise?
SENATOR RUPPF:

Thank you, Mr. President. I would like to request that
ny name be removed as a sponsor from Senator bill...Senate
Bill 1236.

PRESIDENT:

All right, Senator BRupp bhas asked that his name be
removed as a cosponsor of Semate Bill 1236. Leave granted?
Leave is granted. Senator Friedland, for what purpose do you
arise?

SENATOR FEIEDLAND:

Thank you, Mr. President. I'd ask that wny name be
removed as a cosponsor of Senate Bill 1236.

PRESIDENT:

All right, Senator Friedland seeks leave of the Body to
remove his name as a cosponsor from Sepnate Bill 1236. Leave
granted? Leave is granted. Senator Darrok.

SENATOR DARKERCH:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident. I would ask leave to add Sena-~-
tor Davidsor's name as a chief hyphenated sponsor of House
Bill 307z.

PRESIDENT:

3-0-7-2. House Bill 3072. The gentleman reguests leave
t0 have Senate...Senator Davidson shown as the hyphenated co-
sponsor. Leave granted? Leave is granted. With leave of
the Body, we'll move to the Order of House Bills 1st Beading.

Page 14 on the Calendar. Mr. Secretary, Hcuse bills 1st.
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ACTING SECRETARY: {8B. FERNANDES)

House Bill 1W74...by Senator Sangmeister.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
House Bill 1546, Senator Berman.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
House Bill 1591...by Senators D'Arco and Vadalabene.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
House Bill 1859, Senator D'Arco.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
2332, Senator Newhouse and Kustra.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
Aouse Bill 2376, Senators Rock and Dedngelis.

{Secretary reads title of bhill)
House Bill 2423, Senator Euzhee.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
House Bill 2496, Ly Senator Lenke.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
House Bill 2545, Senator Marovitz and D*Arco.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
House Bill 2582, Senator Lemkea.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
2606, Senator Luft.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
House Bill 2710, by Senator Savickas.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
House Bill 2736, by Senators Bock and Fhilip.

{(Secretary reads title of bill)
House Bill 2832, Senators Etheredge and Netsch.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
2836, Senator Collims.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
2916, Senator Lenke.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

House Bill 2921, Senator Egan.



Eage 4 - MAY 25, 1984

(Secretary reads title of Lbill)

2939, Senators Eloor and Luft.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

House Bill 2987, Semator EBruce.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
House Bill 3001,...by Senator Degmnan.
(Secretary reads title of bill)

House Bill 3057, Senator Hall.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

House Bill 3069, Senator Etheredge.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
House Bill 3118, Senator lLenke.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
House Bill...3136...by Senator Kelly.
{(Secretary reads title of bill)
House Bill 3221, by Senator Kustra.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
House Bill 3026, by Senators Maitland and Schunepsan.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
1st reading of the kills.
PRESIDENT:

We have forty-two matters on the Calendar. With...on the
Oorder of Senate Bills 3rd Reading, Senate Bill 495, Senator
Bloom. Senator Eloom.

SENATOER BLOOH:

I...in order to speed the process along, I know Senazor
D*Arco had an amendment on file. Could we cut back to this
andesa
PEESIDENT:

¥ith leave of the Body, we'll get back tc all of these
that are currently being skipped.

SENATOR BLOGHN:

Okaye

PRESIDENT:



A o
Y/;:WM Page 5 - MAY 25, 1984

720, Senator Hall. Senator Hall.
SENATOR BHALL:

Could we bypass that and come back to it a little later,
please?
PRESIDENT:

All right, with leave of the Body, we'll get back to that
ope. 1179, Senator lemke. On the Crder of Sepate Bills 3rd
Reading, top of page 5, is Senate Bill 1179. Bead the bill,
Mr. Secretary.-

SECEETAEY:
Senate Bill 1179.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the Lkill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Lemke.
SENATOR LEMKE:

What this...what this bill does is it creates a new
Paternity Act in the State Illinois setting up a Statute of
Limitations which 1is two years after the gsinor reaches
eighteen...in compliance with the recent court decision. 1It
also sets up rules and procedures in regards to blood test-
ing, decriminalizes the admission of being the father and
does things to speed up the corrections with the...for the
Department of Public Aid in regards to illegitimate children.
I think it*s a good bill and I ask for its adoptiom.
PHERESIDENT:

Is there any discussion? Apy discussion? If not, the
guestion is,...I beg your pardon. Senator Darrcwa.

SENATOR DARECW¥:

Thank you, Mr. Eresident. Will the Speaker...or will the

sponsor yield?
PRESIDENT:
Sponsor indicates he'll yield, Senator Carrow.

SENATOR DAEBOW:



page 6 ~ WAY 25, 1984

Under this legislation, can a father bring a paternity
suit against the mother?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Lenkea
SENATOR LEMKE:

Can the father bring a paternity suit against the mother?
1 doubt that since...they're not the...he dcesn't usually
have the child. It*s usually the mcther that has the child.
PRESIDERT:

Senator Darrow.

SENATOR DAEROW:

#ell, under previous law, if you have a situation where a
illegitimate child is born and the father wishes to establish
his rights to that child for visitation or for g¢ther reasons,
there sas no provision in the Statute to allcw that. Only a
mother could bring a paternity action, so we se€re locking out
all the fathers who wished to acknouledge patermity, support
the child and establish visitation and establisb their pater-
nity. That is why I raised that issue. Thank ycGu.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Geo-Karise
SENATOBR GEO-KARIS:

Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate, I
rise in favor of this bill. This bhas been wsorked oo for
quite awhile by both sides, and as'mino:ity spckesman, I sup-
port it and I think that we have done something worthswhile by
the finmal composition of this bill which has been long in
coming and I speak for it.

PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Further discussion? Senator Sangmeister.
SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Senator, I'm sorry, I just got on the Floor here, iSe.e-is
this the...sill the...will the sponsor yield?

PBESIDENT:
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Sponsor indicates he'll yield, Senator Sangmeister.
SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Yeah, Senator Llenmke, whate..is this the bill with
the...with the Statute of Limitations extended in it?
PBESIDENT:

Senator Lenke.

SENATOR LEMKE:

Yeah, this extends it. The...the bill we had in commit-
tee was three years, this extends it tvwo years from the date
the pinor reaches age. WNe sent through the...najority...vwe
went through the...question in regards to limiting that and
we were afraid there might be a constitutional guestion in
regards to the provision of limiting msinors that have chil-
dren out of wedlocka.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Sangmeister.
SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Well, so we don't get into a lo* of further discussion,
I...as you know, I raised the question before on this bill
and...and things have not changed. In other words, you still
got the extended, as I call it, the extended Statute of
Limitations two years after the mincr reaches majority he can
bring a paternity action...in that...in that case, I'd 1like
to briefly speak to the bill, Mr. President.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Sangmeister.
SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Once again, I understand the importamce of this kind of
legislation, but I think you ought to take intc comnsideration
here, once again, the fact that you may have a...a young man
who becomes involved with a girl at a...at an age when he's
eighteen or nineteen years old, and long after that experi-
ence 1is over and he's happily married amd got two or three

children of his own, out of his past of ten or fifteem years
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ago, some sheriff is going to knock at the door and serve him
with paternity papers and could possibly disrupt now what bas
been ad...a good marriage.v It's a...it's a risk that I just
wonder whether it's worth takimg. The...the +kill has good
merits and it's...its idea is sound, but it still leaves open
that one point where you're trying to do ome thing on one
side and you may be destroying a very bappy nmarriage. I
think you better take a careful look at this.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussicn? Senator Fawell.
SENATOR FAWELL:

Thank you, Mr. President. As much as 1 appreciate the
conments of ay colleague on the other side, and...and I think
I vote with hia probably ninety-nine percent of the time, 1
happen to disagree with what he is saying on this particular
issue. What we are talking about are the rights of the child
which we seem to have always forgotten in the past. I have
three sons. 1...I don*t know what they did im their younger
days and, frankly, I°m not sure that I sould want to; but if
the time ever came when somebody came to thea amd said, I anm
your child and you are responsible for me, I would certainly
hope that my children would be man enough to adait their amis-
take and take the responsibility and that they would Lte mar-
ried to women who would realize that these things dc happen
and that if there is a child involved, it is the responsibil-
ity of that man to take that responsibility to support thea,
to nurture them and to take care of them. I don't see that
this is any kind of a...a situation that we should
even...ourselves of.

PRESIDENT:
Further discussion? Senator Collins.
SENATOR COLLINS:
Yes, thank you, MBr. President. I rise in support of this

legislation. It is unusual that Semator Lemke, I think, put
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forth the piece of legislation in relaticnship to parenting
that is as good and I think as fair as this 1legislation.
This...legislation has been worked on by a lct of different
people, they've had input, and I'm a little surprised at my
colleague who feels that we should not pass this legislation
simply because it may at some point make a young @man, in
later 1life, who has made a mistake and who has caused a lot
of hardship to a young lady at a early age of life, Lut yet
he has grown up and now has a family and doing well and that
we should not bother to embarrass him by allowing his ocwn son
to come and say that you are my father, and 1 think it is a
good piece of legislation, and I would ask for your support.
PRESIDENT:

FPurther discussion? Senator Marovitz.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

¥ell, I...thank you, very much, Mr. President and members
of the Senate. I do tbink people ought to listen uf. This
is a very importast piece of legislation. This legislation
extends the Statute of Limitation for these paternity actions
effectively eighteen years...eighteen years. Bight now the
Statute of Limitation is three years. This extends it
eighteen more years. Now if tbat isn*t a wmajor, major,
drastic change in the 1law which could bave untelievable
far-reaching limitations, then I don*t know what is, and I
know that the sponsor of this legislaticn talked akout his
fear of comstitutional probleas in limiting that. Well, the
sponsor hasn't been afraid of constitutiocnal fproblems in the
right to life legislaticn, so I really wouldn't...I wouldn®t
worry about the constitutional problems. This language can
be changed and could be limited, and to make a change 1like
this, I just think that everybody im this Body ought to know
what you're doing, and Senator Sangmeister brought up a very
good point about eighteen years later in life sgmeone?’s going

to have a...be happily married and bave two or three or four
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kids, and all of a sudden he's going to get a knock on the
door. Now we have a tbree year Statute of Lipitations now
and that's been working fine, and if we want to wmake some
changes, that may bLe okay too; but making a change of
eighteen years, and that's what this bill does, you'd better
take a bard look at it and take a look at what the ramifica-
tions are.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? FPFurther discussion? Senator Geo-
Karise.

SENATOR GEC-KARIS:

I apologize, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of
the Senate, for speaking a second time, but I sould 1like +to
reaind 8y colleague on the other side that in an accident
case a ninor has until he obtains majority and at eightsen
years of age and I think a year or two after to file suit.
Now this is no different. We®re thinking about the young man
who causes the damage, bu*t what...what about +thinking about
the child who didn't even ask to ccme intc the world. Some-
one has to protect that child and that's what this bill does,
and I still speak in favor of it.

PBESIDENI:

Further discussion? Semator Lemke, you wish to...Senator
Lemke, you wisb to clcse?

SENATOR LEMKE:

There's a lot of questions inm regards to putting together
a new Parentage Act, but right now the tLtrilliancy of soge
appellate court Jjustices ruled the Statute of Limitation in
Illinois unconstitutional. Therefore, under...since the act
vas passed prior toc...in 1970 and there was po joint
inseverable clause in there, right now, techamically, the
State of 1Illinois has no Paternity Act. %€ can thank the
Women's Bar Association and the appellate court judge for

this great work going beyond the case fact and trying to make
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lav whiche..they couldn't wvait for the Legislature. Bight
now we're trying tc...to do something toc at least establish a
Parentage Act, and we have tried to loock into the problems of
the sitvation of minors. Aldo says, boys will ke boys; but
let me tell you something, Earlean, girls ar¢ more instru-
mental in getting young boys in trouble than...koys. 1It's a
proven fact that...it's a proven fact that boys are less
mature until they become older, so let's not talk silly and
talk in a biasedness. This is a problea we bave and we're
trying to work it out. I®m sure that the bill now is in
fairly good shape and I think there may need to be some
amendments, but as it is now, we have no gquesticn except to
pass it ip the Senate, and I'@...I will assure you that we
have been cconstantly working with the parties tc put things
together and to put together a gocd bill; and as lopng as we
have this bill alive and keep plugging them and putting the
forces of good and evil together, I'nm sure that we will have
a good Pateranity Act in the State of Illincis, and right now
I think it®'s in good shape. If you guestion the Statute of
Linitations, that isn't my decision to extend it, that was
the decision of the Appellate Court Justices in Illinois.
So, I would assure you that we should pass this Act so at
least we bhave some kind of Paternmity Act in the State of
Illinois. I ask for a favorable roll call.

PRESIDENT:

Question is, shall Senate Bill 1179 pass. Those in favor
will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is
open. Have all voted who wish? Have all veoted who wish?
Have all voted who wish?...take the reccrd. On that gques-
tion, there are 40 Ayes, 1 Nay, 8 voting Present. Senate
Bill 1179 having received the required comstitutional major-
ity is declared passed. Senator Buzhee on 1217. Senator
Schaffer on...Senator DeAngelis, for what purpose do you

arise?
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SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Point of personal privilege, Nr. President.
PRESIDENT:

State your point, sir.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

In the gallery, on the right side of the Chamber, fronm
Beecher, 1Illinois, we have the Zion Lutheran School grades
seven and eight being shepherded by Mr. Art Blcom. 1I*'d 1like
to have them stand and be recognized.

PRESIDENT:

Will our quests please stand and be recognized. Welcose
to Springfield. On the Order of Semate Bills 3Jrd FReading,
Senate Bill 1381, Senator Schaffer. BEead the bill, Nr.
Secretarye.

SECBETABY:
Senate Eill 1381,
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the Lkill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Schaffer.
SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Mr. President and members of the Senate, Senate Bill 1381
undoes the problem that we created last year when we passed
the Chain-of-lakes—Fox FEiver HRater Management Agency. He
provided for a March referendum in a bill that did not
legally take effect wuntil July 1 of this year. W®hat 1381
does is shift that referendum to the November «election and
then provide for the first set cf officers, if the people
vote to create the agency, to be elected inmn the following
April. There are also some cleapup language and...and
thee.+I should point out in the last amendment any reference
to the Chain-of-Lakes Commission has been stricken. The Lkill
no 1longer addresses that im any way, shape or form. It

simply would allow us to hold that referendus ip Novesber. 1
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know of no opposition, and would be happy tc answer any ques-
tions.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATGE DEMUZIQ)

Is there any discussion? Any discussicn? I1f not, the
question 1is, shall Senate Bill 1381 pass. Those in favor
vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The vcting is open. Have
all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? BEave all voted
who wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are
52, the Nays are...the Ayes are 53, the Nays are none, none
voting Present. Senate Bill 1381 having received the
required constitutional majority is declared passed. HCIA-TYV
requests peraission to videotape today's Senate proceedings.
Is leave granted? leave is granted. Order c¢f 3rd Eeading,
Senate Bill 1382, Senator Bock. BRead the bill, Mr. Secre-
tary, please.

SECBETABY:
Senate EFill 138:Z.
{Secretary reads title of hill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING GFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIG)
Senator Eock.
SENATOR EOCK:

Thank...thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen
of the Senate. Senate Bill 1382 creates the 1llinois Nuclear
Materials Railroad Transportation Act of 1984, and as amended
vhat it says essentially is that there shall act be any ship-
ments into the State of Illinocis of spent nuclear fuel unless
a permit is first gotten from the Illinois Ccaperce Commis—
sion. As 1*'m sure you're aware, last August the Senate
Conmittee on Agriculture, Conservation and Energy baving
learned +that a <court in New York and a company in Nebraska
were prepared and...to ship spent nuclear fuel back to a
plant in M¥orris, Illinois, there was some legitimate concern

as to the proper safety precautions and, in fact, the members
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of this Senate examined the rail bed, examined some of the
trestles over which the traipn was suppose to go, talked about
the transportation by truck and what highways were to te
utilized and there was some real concern e€xpressed, and it
became pretty ohvicus to those of us who sat in that hearing
and were involved in subsequent discussions akcut this issue
that, in fact, our safety precautions in the interest of the
public safety of the people of this State, frankly, 1left
something to be desired. We are no longer in a position con-
stitutiopnally to ban these kinds of importations, to ban
these shipments because the court has found that that is not
in the best interest of interstate commerce; so we're going
to have to live with the fact that cver the next prokbably ten
years and beyond, more than two hundred tons of this spent
nuclear waste are coming back to Illinocis, and it seceps to me
at the very least in the interest of public safety, we ought
to provide a mechaniss whereby we can ensure ¢n bebalf of
this State Government that this stuff will be transported by
rail or by truck in the safest possible manper. That's all
this bill does. It is mnot an attempt to ban shipments
because we are not im a position to Lam shipments, but it
provides an orderly, reasonable nmechanism, a pecmitting proc-
ess under the care and control of the Illibois Commerce
Compission. The bill has been substantially amended to answver
sone of the objections about a time frame, but 1 think...it's
as reasonable as can be if, ipn fact, we want to ensure, and
since the hearing started, and since we were in cosmittee,
it's been pointed out that there are more nuclear waste ship-
ments coming to this State in the future. Tbe testimony
about the shipments from Nebraska indicate that five or six
times a year for the nex* five or six years more thban two
hundred tons of spent nuclear fuel will be returned to Illi-
nois; and all this bill says is, We recognize that, we under-

stand the contractual agreement, just do it in a safe manner.
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I urge an Aye vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOE DEMUZIQ)

Is there any discussion? Senator Bigpey.
SENATOR BIGNEY:

#ell, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate, I thisk Sepmator Bock is certainly right when he says
that the legislation as it now stands bas been significantly
altered from the way that was introduced. 1There was a lot of
ccncern on our side of the aisle with the criginal legis-
lation that we not only would have regulated this shipaent
but the net effect, I guess, probably would have been almost
to prohibit any type of movement of...cf fuel rgds into the
State of Illinois. We felt that this was rather unreasonable
in the way it was proposed but now it has been amended sub-
stantially. About the only thing I guess I wculd say by way
of coament other than this is to point eut that we have had
at least one case on this subject in which Judge Polsner
stated near the end of the opinion the following, that that
analysis of the structure and 1legislative bistory of the
Atoaic Epergy Act conpells the conclusion that the Atosmic
Energy Act equally preempts State regulation of the storage
and shipment for storage, interstate and intrastate alike, of
spent nuclear fuel. So, I guess maybe we're still not a hun-
dred percent sure just what the court might say about legis-
lation of this kind. FPerhaps we still are om somewhat shaky
ground constitutionally with this type of a...qf a bill, but
as far as we're concerned on our side, I think basically the
legislation is now wmuch @more —reasonable and I think it®s
probably worthy of cur support.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOE DEMUZIC)

A11 right, further discussion? Senator Gec~Karis.
SENATOR GEC-KABIS:

Would the sponsor yield for a guestion, please?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIQ)
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Indicates he will yield. Senator Geo-Karis.
SENATOR GEC-KARIS:

The Amendment 2, is that the only amendrent that®*s on
now?

PEESIDING OFFICEK: (SENATOR DEMUZIC)

Senator Kock.

SENATCR EOCK:

No, there was a third amendment but it was...really of a
technical nature. Anmendment 2 iSeeeiS...
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZICG)

All right, Senator Geo-~Karis.

SENATOR GEC-KABRIS:

Hr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the Sepate, I
rise in support of this bill. I think its tize has come and
I'%ve had many queries om it from back home.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIG)

All right, further discussion? Senator Jgyce..-Senator
Jerome JoycCe.

SENATOR JEBOME JCICE:

Thank you, Mr. President. 1 rise in support of this
legislation and I...I think I agree with Sepator Rock that
it's Aa...this legislation is...is pared down as...as much as
it can be pared down. JI...I hope that it does the Jjob. 1
hope that the permits required in this legislation are...are
adhered to by the Comaerce Combpission. Senator Rock men-
tioned that several...some members of this Gemeral Assenmbly
have ridden over the rail lines that this is...vhere this
come€s into. JeeeI think the oBbe...one thing that should be
noted here is the bridge that this...where this rail 1line
goes over the 1Illinois River was built im 1895. 1t would
scare you to look at it, let alone traverse it. JuStaeaasin
the wnot to distant past, a barge...tug pulling...pushing
barges down the Illincis River ram 1intc the bridge. It

WaS...they gave the signal for them to raise the...the bridge
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and it didn*'t raise and they were...that tug was awarded ten
thousand dollars. So, it...it is just, you know, it®s...it’s
a risky business to say the 1least, and I think this is
the...the best we can do with...with what we've got. Sc, 1
would certainly urge an Aye votea
PRESIDIBG CGFFICER: (SENATOR LEMUZIC)

All right,...further discussion? Senator Hudson.
SENATOB HUDSON:

Thank you, Mr. President. Would the sponsor yield to a
question?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LEMUZIG)

Indicates he will yield. Senatcr Hudscn.
SENATOER HUDSON:

Senator Rock, the analysis that I have here, and I...I'n
inclined to thipk it®s in error in 1ight of what you've said,
but it indicates that the clear intention of the bill is to
stop completely the transportation of speant fuel rods through
the State. Now I think you®ve said that that is not the
intention, taken care of by amendments I suppcse that have
been mentioned, but I would like your reaffirsation that what
we're atteompting to do here is...is what you say it is and I
have no reason to believe otherwise, but would you respond to
that?

PHESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIC)

Senator Bock.

SENATOR EOCK:

Yes, that is not the intention and altbough that allega-
tion has beer proffered by some who are in opfposition to this
bill, the fact of the matter is, as you®’ll recall, Senator
Joyce and I passed a bill which banped tbese shipments unless
there was a recigprocal agreement frow the shipping state and
the court held that to be unconstitutional, the ban. This is
not a ban, this is a recognitiop of the fact that the folks

at GE bhave, in fact, contractual relationsbips with companies
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that are going to ship this stuff back. All we®re saying is,
we recognize that. Ne just want to wmake sure it's done
safely.

PRESILING OFFICER: (SENATOR LCENMUZIG)

A1l right, further discussion? Senator Lechowicz. Sena-
tor Lechovicze.

SENATOE LECBORICZ:

Move the previous guestione.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOE DEMNUZIQ)

Senator Lechowicz has moved the...the previous guestion
and there are no further speakers. Senator RKecck may close.
SENATOR EOCK:

Thank you. I would urge an affirsative rcll call.
PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIOQ)

Question is, shall Senate Bill 138Z pass. Those in favor
vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have
all voted whbo wish? Bave all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Take the record. On that guesticm, the Ayes are
52, the Nays are none, none voting PFresent. Sepate Bill 1382
having received the required constitutional wmajority is
declared passed. 1424, Sepator Netscb. On the Order of 3rd
Beading, bottom of page 5, is Senate Eill 1424, Bead the
bill, Mr. Secretary, fplease.

SECEETAERY:

Senate Eill 1424,

{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the Lill.
PBRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZICf

Senator MNetsch.

SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank jyou, Mr. President. Senate Eill 1424 is the so-
called clean-up bill that we promised everyome we would enact
before the new rewrite of the sex cffenses becomes effective

on July 1 of this year. As you recall when we passed House
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Bill 606 1last year, we gave it an effective date of July 1,
so that if there were any correcticns or revisions to be
made, we would have time to do it before the effective date.
This bill is that response. 1The original bill was sent out
to every state's attorney in the State of Illincis, to numer-
ous judges and a variety of others. It was looked over by
bar associations, everyone else under the sun, and to be per-
fectly honest, we did not get wvery mamy resgonses back.
Those that we did have been carefully reviewed and there were
several good suggestions, some of them simply clarifying; in
one or two cases, substantive, ard they are all incorporated
in Senate Bill 14Z4. T have circulated not cnly a copy of
the amendment but also a summary of the asendments. I will
not go through every single one of them but tc point out only
a couple of things. Number one, we did change somewhat the
offenses with respect to sexual relaticnships within a
family. That...we had left out...pot actually deliberately,
we had left out onme part of it involving adults in a...what
we use to call an incestuous relaticnship. Therg were several
of the state's attorneys who thought that that ought to be
reincluded and so we have recast those Fprovisions to @make
sure that that is included. 1In the definition of force or
threat of force, we removed the word “Wphysical," again, at
the suggestion of scme of the state®s attocrmeys. That becane
necessary bLkecause the Governor's agsendatory veto bhad elimi-
nated the word "coercion" which otherwise would have taken
care of that problem. Again, at the request of several, we
changed a kpowing...or "effective ccnsent" to “"knowing con-
sent." §e did plug the hole that had been created by the
Governor's amendatory veto. #e had rade <clear that the
thirty-day reporting requirement applied cnly in the case of
spousal rape, not other offenses in the Act, and we did find
the one thing that apparently is goimg to make the state's

attorney particularly happy; we made it clear that the use of
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the word “rape® or any derivative thereof is not going
t0...be inadmissable in the course cf a...cf a lawsuit. So, I
think with those relatively few changes, we have cleaned up
House Bill 606. It is in great shape and 1 see Erescott
Bloom waving the white flag. 1 trust there are no questions
and I coammend it to your attention.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIG)

Is there any discussion? Senatcr Sangmeister.
SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Well, if you®ll wave the flag, 1'11 sit dgun. I Just
briefly wabted to say that...if you agree with what we did
last year or not, you have to agree with this, this is the
clean up. So, let®s put it on and move it.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIG)

Further discussion? Senator EBloon.
SENATIOR BLOOHN:

Well, Senator Sangmeister,...Cawn, I surrender, but the
word "rape®" is in there, so I don't want to tell you, I told
you so, but I told you so. Let's move this cut.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIC)

All right, further discussion? Senator HNetsch, do
youl...don®t wish to close, do you? The gquesticn is, shall
Senate Bill 1424 pass., Those in favor wote Aye. Those
opposed will vote Nay. The voting is open. Bave all voted
vho wish? Bave all voted who wish? Have all vcted who wish?
Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 53, the RNays
are none, none vcting Present. Sepate Eill 1424 having
received the required constitutional majority is declared
passed. Page 6, Senate Bill 1456, Senator Egan. BRead the
bill, Mr. Secretary, please.

SECBETAERY:

Senate Bill 1456.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIG)

Senator Egan.

SENATOE EGAN:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident and members of the Senate. This
is a request from the State Treasurer Domnewald to streamline
the operation of his office. Currently, the Cosptroller and
the Treasurer both compute the ibnterest and primcipal on
bonds, sowmething that is...duplicative, and sc we are trying
to streasline the operation. The reguest that this bill
presents is that the Treasurer no longer has tc do that, and
with the apendment, the Comptroller would certify that com-
putation to the Treasurer for his records, and 1 ask for .your
favorable consideration.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR CEMUZIQ)

Any discussion? Any discussion? If not, the gquestion is,
shall Sepate Bill 1456 pass. Those in favcr vcte Aye. 1Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is opem. Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? BHave all vogted who uish?
Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 53, the HNays
are none, none voting Present. Sepate Bill 1456 having
received the required constituticnal wmajority is declared
passed. 1457, Senator Egan. Read the bill, ¥r. Secretary,
Flease.

SECHETABY:
Senate Eill 11457.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the till.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIC)
Senator Eqabn.
SENATOR EGAN:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident and pembers of the Senate.
Likewise, this is a streamlining bill fcr the State
Treasurer®s Office. Currently, the 1law requires that he

notify the...lending institutions of the...the kidding proc-
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ess on the request for deposits, but as you all know, the
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cash flow situation for the past few years has been such that
the procedure is really fruitless. So that this will allow
the Treasurer to post his bidding notices shen there is suf-
ficient money in the treasury; asd, again, it was at the
request of the Auditor General that he do this, so that I®nm
asking the same thing of you for favorable consideration for
the Treasurer.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SEBATOE DEMUZIQ)

Any discussion? Any discussion? If not, the question
is, shall Senate Bill 1457 pass. Those in favor vote Aye.
Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Bave all voted
vho wish? Have all voted who wish? BHave all vgoted who wish?
Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 54, the Bays
are none, none voting Present. Senate Eill 1457 having
received the required constituticpal npajority is declared
passed. 1470, Senator Egan. On the Order of 3rd Beading,
Senate Bill 1470. Mr. Secretary, read the bill.

SECEETARY:

Senate Eill 1470.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the till.
PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR LEMUZIC)

Senator Egane
SENATOB EGAN:

Thank you, Mr. President and wmembers ¢f the Senatea
Senate Bill 1470 is a restoraticn of the Statute that
required that institutions of higher learming be limited in
their retail sales cutlets to some degree. That law passed
in the...the late *60*'s was held unmconstituticnal in a court
test because of a technical error im its passage through the
General Asseably. At one point there was am error made by
the Enrolling and Engrossing. The technical owistake fogund

its way to the Suprenme Court who said that kecause of that
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technical mistake, the law should be held unconstitutional.
This restores that the four corners on the...on the retail
sales ability of...of higher...higher institutions...higber
learning institutions. He've debated the matter. I think
everyone is familiar with it. Be happy to answer any gques-—
tions; if not, why, MEr. Eresident and memkers gf the Senate,
I ask for your favorakbkle consideration.
PRES1IDING QFFICER: (SENATOE LENUZIQ)

Any discussion? Sepator Maitland.
SENATOR MAITLAND:

¥ell, thank you, very much, Mr. President and Ladies amnd
Gentlemen of the Senate. The merits of Senate Bill 1470 have
been discussed for several weeks around...arcund this Chamber
and there are a number of us that have some...some concerns
about what the intemt of the legislaticn happens to be. I
believe that Senator Egan has truly represented correctly the
chronological events of the 1967 Act, but 1 want to explain
to the Body that things are simply not the sasme as they were
back in...in 1967, first of all. As you may or may not know,
the student wunions in this State can no longer be paid
for...or the operation of those student unions can nc¢ longer
be paid for by appropriated fumnds. That was nct the case in
1967. As a matter of fact, the Legislative Audit Commissicn
has said that...that the operating costs are...are tc be paid
for by student fees, not appropriated funds. Se those
student unions have to stand on their own or the revenue
generated by that union. It®s a fact of life. As a comse-
quence of that, all of the universities has set akout the
task of gemerating revenue either through student fees or
through scme other source to pay the operating costs of those
upions. If one were to look at the Upiversity of Illinois,
for example, it's a minimall and they bhave npuserous stores
operated by the wuniversity within the union, and there has

been some objection tc that <concept. The wuniversity that
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happens to reside in ay district, Illinois State University,
has chosen to go in a bit different direction apd have leased
out space to entrepeneurs from the conmmunity on a competitive
bid basis and have awarded to the highest Ltidder space for
them to sell variocus and sundry itesms tc pecple who attend
the upiversity. No¥, this is providing an environment where
items are sold to students in close proximity tc where they
live. It has provided an environment where alcng with student
fees the expenses can be met for that ueriomn tuilding. I*n
told by the spcnsor and others that Semate Eill 1470 does not
attempt to negate those kinds of contracts. My concern is,
as I discussed with Senator Dedngelis the cther day and, in
fact, tried to amend the bill, to take cut the language that
saysS,...fefers to the date of Janvary 1, 1980. 1 Lelieve
clearly the Supreme Court ruled correctly and there wsas, in
fact, no prohibition. It would =seen to me that the bill
would be much better received if the date, Janvary 1, 1380,
was take out and that date, in fact, became the same as the
date of the enactment of the law, but the spcnsgrs chose not
to do that and that's...that®s their...that*s their right.
We do have concern then with regard to hcw this affects I11i-
nois State UOpniversity and, Senator Egan, I...I want to ask of
you a couple of questioms that were discussed in...in the
conmittee bearing and 1 understand are...ar€...of concern to
us and I*d like to...to get your response tO0...to the two
gquestions. Number one, will the legislation as amended fpro-
hibit the universities, meaning all of the universities, from
continuing a lease arrangement with grivate businesses
entered into prior to the...enactment of this bill?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEMATOR LENUZIQ)

All right, Senator...sponsor indicates bhe will yield.
Senator Maitland, your time has €xpired. Senator Egan.
SENATOR EGAN:

If...now here's what it says, Senator, and I'm pot the
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Supreme Court, but it®s my opinion that these can continue if
they meet the...the four corpers of the till. This Act does
not prohibit the sale by such am instituticn or on such prop-
erty of...property of items comzonly sold Lty such insti-
tutions, including but not limited to bocks, food, beverage
and items connected with research studies cr ccurses cffered.
That's the original bill. It was, in @y opipion, improved
upon by adding the words, “sigpnificant 1level of general
competition with private retail merchants.® Sc, you've got
to be more specific. 7You've got to ask e sgpecifically shat
they're going to sell differently than what they're selling
now. If what they're selling now is what they sell under you
question, the answer that I would give you is, yes, they can
do that, and we're not trying to limit that sale.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

Senator Maitlangd.
SENATOR MAITLAND:

The answer 1is, yes, those contracts that are now
enforced, they can continue to operate assuming that they
sell the items that are...that were...that were sold grior to
January 1, 1980. Okay. I appreciate that. 1The second gues~-
tion, will the legislation as amended prohibit Illinois State
University or any of the  universities fros entering ioto
lease arrangements with private businesses if those leases
are granted on a competitive kid basis?

PRESIDIBG OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIC)

Senator Egan.

SENATOR EGAN:

Well, is that any different than what they're doing now?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR LEMUZIC)

Senator Maitland.

SENATOR MAITLAND:
That is exactly what they're doing ncw.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SERATOBR DENUZIC)
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Further...Senator Egan.
SENATOR EGAN:

As I read the bill, Senator, then they can continue to do
that. That is the intention.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOE DENMUZIQC)

Senator Maitland.

SENATOR MAITLAND:

All right. The legislation now...now states that a...a

substantial...as socn as I find it, the copy ¢f the bill...
- PREESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LCENUZIQ)

Well, Sepator Maitland, perhaps we could...
SENATOE MAITLAEND:

«e-as I understand the legislation, the words "a substan-
tial 1level of competition," which addresses the issues
thatee.thate..thbat you discussed, if it can bea...if it can be
found that a substantial...that they are more than a substan-
tial level of competition, then they would be cutlawed.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOE DEMUZIC)

Senator Egane
SENATOR EGAN:

Well, it*s...the language is, "a significant 1level of
general competition,” and that was the agreed upon language
that we amended the bill to its present form. Froperty held
or 1leased for the use of the institution, when such an oper-
ation can reasonably be expected to be in a significant level
of general competition with.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOE LEHUZIQ)

All rigbt, further discussion? Senator Maitland.
SENATOR MAITLAND:

Okay, butee..bute..as I read the bill, that part of it
would permit the 1lease arrangements or the sale Of...of
virtually any product, because later on in the bill, then, it
says, "1his does not prohibit the sale by such ap institution

or on such property of items commonly sold Ly such insti-
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tutions including but not limited to books, fcod, beverages,
itens connected with the operation o¢f the institution cr
items sold before January 1, 1980.%" 1Is that correct?
PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATGCR DEMUZIG)

All right, Senator Egan.
SENATOR EGAN:

Yes.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR CEMUZIC)

Senator Maitland.
SENATOR MAITLAND:

Then...then you are agreeing with me that we are...there
are two different parts. The first part means that...that
items can be sold as long as they don't create more than a
substantial level of competition with the private sector on
the outside.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATGBR LDEMUZIC)
Senator Egan.
SENATOR EGAN:

Rell, thatt's what it says, a significant level.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR CEMUZIOQ)

All right, Sepator Maitland. Sepator...Senator Maitland.
SENATOR MAITLAND:

Okay and I agree. As long as they are nct creating more
than a substantial level of competition, any items can bke
sold under those lease arrangements within the student union.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOE LEMUZIC)

Sepator Egan.

SENATOR EGAN:

Well,...as long as they don't constitute a significant
level of general competition.
PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOB DEMUZIOQ)

A1l right, Sepator Maitland, your time has expired three
times, but we've been very...Senator Maitland.

SENATOR MAITILAND:
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Well...well, thank you, Mr. Fresident. 1 apologize for
the length, but those are thee.e.the...the Lkill iz a bit
confusing and I wanted to get those...thcse answers into the
record because it's extremely important to a number of the
universities around this State.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LEMUZIGQ)

Further...further discussion? Senator Celngelis.
SENATOR LeANGELIS:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident. I rise in support as the
hyphenated spomnscr of Senate Bill 157C. This ©Lill has
attracted more heat than a sidewinder sissle, and 1 don*t
know for what reason. It was determined as a public policy
of the State of 1Illincis back in 1967 that the bcards of
higher learning were grimarily engaged in educaticn, and
along with <that +they vere permitted, in fact, to engage in
that commerce which was essential to carrying cut some of the
things on campuses and provide some services to those groups.
Nowhere was it ever intended that the universities engage in
competitive activity that drove merchants freoe their own cog-
munity who, ism fact, provided a certain amount of the fund-
ing for those institutions out of busipness; and, Senator
Maitland, the reason that the language is so specifically
ambiguous is not to drive them out cf business, because if it
were put in so tightly, you are correct, many cf those wuni-
versities would not be allowed to do that, bkut the real test
of this bill is whether they're putting somebody out of busi-
ness. Now if they happen to be an institution sitting out in
the prairie and there are no services, they cam do anything
they wvant to, and I don*t think restrictimg this bkill is
going to help the people you're trying to helg; in fact, it*s
going to hurt them, and the real test is that they bave to
be.s.and the burden of proof rests upon the merchant not upon
them. You also go to the Board of Higher Ed. They determine

first, the governing board, whether they want to do it or
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not, and I have to tell you, I®*m a little distressed at soae
of the demagoguery by...on part of the universities because
they led students tc believe that this bill would shut down
their student wuniocns which is absclutely incorrect; that it
would shut down their bookstores, which is aksclutely incor-
rect, and they hyped up a bunch of students tc get them down
here to tell us that we were hurting them, and I have to tell
you, there was nc intention to do that. Sc the Ekill was
written for the reascn to allow the universities as much lee-
way, but also don®t put the merchants cut of Lusiness in your
own copmunity.

PRESIDING OFFICEB: (SENATOB CEMUZIC)

Further discussion? Further discussicn? Senator Bgan
may close€a
SENATOR EGAN:

Thank you, Mr. Eresident and members of the Senate. Just
one added comment, Senator Maitland, to alleviate any
anxieties that you sight have. 1In additicm tc those exemp-
tions which are carved out in general language, specifically
books, food, beverages, items connected with the operation of
the institution are specifically exempt. Ncw that covers
just about everything but that ism*t all that is exempt. In
addition tc that...there are other matters that pertaip to
the first clause in the bill so that...l think that what
we're trying to do is establish the status quc to the satis-
faction of everyone. I think we've done that and I*nx hcping
to do that with you, Senator, and I cossend this bill to your
favorable consideration.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIQG)

Question is, shall Senate Bill 1470 pass. Those in favor
vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Bave
all voted who wish? Senator Vadalabene. Senator Sam. Have
all voted who wish? Have all voted sho wish? Have all voted

who wish? Have all voted who wish? TJake the record. On
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that gquestion, the Ayes are 51, the Bays are 1, l...D0R€
voting Present. Sepate Bill 1470 having received the
required constitutional majority is declared passed. Senate
Bill 1478, Senator Philip. Senate Eill 1521, Senator Netsche
Read the bill, Mr. Secretary, please. Middle of page 6,
Senate Bill 1521, Order of 3rd Eeading.
SECEETARY:

Senate Eill 1521,

{Secretary reads title of kill)

3rd reading of the kill.
PHESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIC)

A1l right, could we break ug the ccnferenmces, pleasce.
Senator Netsch.

SENATCR NETSCH:

Thank you, Mr. President. Senate Eill 1521 is the bill
that your fimancial lobbyists have been bugging you akout for
the 1last few weeks, so you might be interested in paying
attention to it. Some of what they have been telling you
about the bill is...is not really an accurate reflection of
what is now in it. So, let me briefly tell you shat the
bill, in fact, does. It is designed to helgp those people,
basically, who lost their jobs or got wunderengloyed as a
result of the recent recession and to have a chance of get-
ting back on their feet to retain their homes even though
they are mnot able fully to meet their mortgage payments at
this moment. As some of you kmow, Illinois has the highest
default record in the State of Illinois on home mortgages,
and I believe it*s currently running at the <second highest
foreclosure rate. It is a major, major problem for this
State and for all of our communities. I think as many of you
know when people begin to lose their bhomes Lecause they've
lost their jobs due to a recession, which was certainly
beyond their control, that it not only substantially affects

the stability of that particular family and adds an added
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burden which they certainly don't need at that wmoment, but
that it also affects the stability of a commumity, and all of
as have heard that from our own communities. What we are
saying is that in the case of a nusber of those people, nat a
huge number but a fairly significant number, the fact that
their mnmortgages are going into default is totally beycnd
their contrcl. It relates to the change in their employment
condition that for the sake of their fasmilies and their
communities we ought to give them a chance to bang onto those
homes until they can get themselves back cpo their feet, and
so what we have provided is a program that says that...that
when a...a mortgagee is preparing tc declare fcreclosure on a
residential mortgage that a notice will be sent to the Dmort-
gagor. The notice will tell the mortgagor ¢f his various
rights under the Act. The...cpe of those is that he may con-
sult with a credit counselling agemcy, and they exist, inci-
dentally, already throughout the State of Illincis, and the
credit c¢ounselling agency cap convene a meeting of the mort-
gagor, the mortgagee and the counselling agency itself and
attempt to work out a payment schedule. If that happens, and
our guess is that it will happen in a fair number of cases
based on the experience that HUD has had in a ccsparakle pro-
gram, fine, then that...that program will §proceed, that
repayment progras. If they cannot work it out because there
isn't quite enough fapily income at that nmoment, then the
mortgagor may apply to DCCA, the Department of Ccommubnity
Affairs, for financial assistance awnd basically what the
assistance consists of is the difference betuween thirty-five
percent of that family's household income and the wmonthily
mortgage payment requirement. That is the amcunt that will be
made wup by DCCA, but only if that fperson qualifies under the
fairly stringent eligibility gqualificatioms that are set out
in the Act. If they...if they do gqualify, if they are

entitled to participate in the financial assistances progranm,
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it exists for a maxipum of three years ard the wmoney that
is...made up by the State has to be repaid pursuant tc a
fipancial plan that «continues obviocusly bkeyond the three
years and wuntil the anmount that is in effect borrowxed fros
the State is repaid. It is what 1 call our =mcdern coubnter-
part to the mortgage relief that was passed kack during shat
we lovingly call the great depression. At that tipe when
lots of people were going into default, many states passed
moratorium legislaticn; that is, they actually postpcoped pay-
ment obligations and foreclosure rights ip residential wmort-
gages. We thipk it probably is not a good idea to do that,
that we ought to make sure that the financial institutiocns
do, ion fact, get the money tc which they were entitled under
the mortgage instruments. It is for that reason that we pro-
vide the financial assistance rather...than attempting to
have a...a moratorius piece of legislaticn. I would like to
make one point very clear. One of the things that you have
been told is that this would hold up the process for months
and months and months. That is absclutely untrue. As the
bill is anmended, there is no stay at all in the bill until
the moment that the mortgagee meets with the credit
counselling agent. There is ther a pazimuer cf thirty days
during which they have a chance to work ocut that financial
arrangement, a maximum of thirty additional days if they do
apply to DCCA. All of this takes place within a periocd of
time where there already is a statutcry ninety-day cure
period, so that there is not going to be amy delay in legal
action unless the wportgagee chooses tc do that. For that
reason, there will be, in my judgment, absclutely no affect
on the secondary market. #e are dealing with cnly a handful
of mortgages, and if...if that is ebough tc destroy the
secondary market for Illinois...mortgages, then uwe are all im
bad shape to begin with. It is a simple bill. It is

directed toward a very serious probles for all of our coamun-
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ities.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LENUZIC)

Ladies and Gentlemen, I wish to annmounce that the timer
is on. Further discussion? Sepator Weaver.
SENATOR WEAVEE:

Question of the spomsor, Mr. Fresident.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOE DEMU2IC)

Indicates she will yield. Senator Weaver.
SENATOR WEAVER:

Senator Netsch, does this bill apply tc FHA mortgages?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SESATOR DEMUZIQC)

Sepator Netsch.

SESATOR NETSCH:

No, it does not. There are two reasons why we did not
apply it. Por one thing, FHA mortgages are on amn average
only ten percent or less of the entire mortgage...portfcolio
in any given area; and secondly, there already is in...in
place and has been since 1976 a program of relief for people
who have FHA guaranteed mortgages which are gcing into de-
fault. It's...it®s...takes a different form from our progran
but HUD, the Federal Department of Hcusing, has provided
mortgage relief for defaulters on FHA mortgages since 1976,
and my understanding is about thirty thousand families in the
country have been belped by that progras. S50, ve felt
because of that program and because of tbe fact that FHA
mortgages are a soaller proportion of the total portfolio
that it was not necessary to cover them ig this bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENMUZIQ)

All right. Senator Weaver, balf of your time has
expired. Senator Weaver.

SENATOBR SEAVER:

Thank you, Mr. President. We'll exgire the other balf

very quickly. I just want to make this statement, Senator

Netsch, that the greatest area of default are in the...or the
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FHA nmortgages, so I'B...I?n not sure that we're really belp-
ing the fecple we're trying to helgp.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEBATOR DENUZICQ)
Further discussion? Senator Budson.
SENATOBR BUDSON:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident. This m@measure when it cane
before our committee probably received...the Committee on
Finance and Credit Begulation received, I think the spomnsor
will admit, a...a really fair hearing. %e fprobakbly sgent
more time on it that morning than any other bLkill. Albeit,
there have been amendsents made to the...toc the bill that say
have helped it. I still believe that, in general, this is a
questionable policy for the State of Illincis. He are, I
think, breaking new ground here in that we are introducing
the State of Illincis into the a@ortgage 1lending business.
Now, I have a great deal of respect for the sponsor of this
bill, but she indicates the affect on the seccndary smortgage
market would be @pinimal...sould be npinisculea I still
believe that the affect on the secondary market would tend to
flatten out in that we bhave the intersediation of...of DGCA,
we're inptroducing the State of Illinois into the whcle proc-
ess. I think the net result will be to tend tc flatten out
the attractiveness of the secondary market to these money
lenders; therefore, I think we will depress that market, and
I don't think that that®s in the Lest interest cf making
mortgage money available to the greatest nusber of pecple. I
think what we're going to see is this woney tend to diminish,
interest rates go up and we will be doing the opposite of
what perhaps e are intending to do here. 1 wauld suggest,
too, that we talk about start-up costs. There is a cost to
this progras and I think the sponsor ipdicates five to sizx
million dollars. Now they®ve tried this in Fennsylvania.
They started off saying it would cply cost five to six mil-

lion dollarSee«.billion...million dollars...five million
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dollars, and in EFenmsylvania the experience has been that the
costs are way above that, forty to...as a matter of fact,
forty to fifty million. The costs have gone up so much that
they have not even been able to fully implement the frogranm,
so we don't know what the record of success in Pennsylvania
is, and here in Illinois we're goimg to tap intoc the 1lottery,
by the way. The good 0ld lottery will omce again come riding
to the rescue, and we're going to borrow five millior dollars
from the 1Illinocis 1lottery, if they will loam it to us. I
don’t know whether they will or not, but that®s the financing
behine this proposed bill. I think it's guesticpnable, and I
would wurge, Ladies and Gentlemen and ey cclleagues of the
Senate, to consider seriously a No vote on this Beasule.
PHESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIG)

Further discussion? Senator Etheredge.
SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

Will the sponsor yield?
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SEBATOR DEMUZIC)

Indicates she will yield. Senator Etheredgs.
SENATOB ETHEBEDGE:

Senator Netsch, does not this bill raise the potential
for extending the period of time required fqr foreclosure
action by an additional thirty days or sixty days?

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

Senator Netsch.

SENATOE NKETSCH:

No, I think it does not. We bave not im any way affected
the right to begin foreclosure except for a saximum of sixty
days. There is already in the Illincis Statutes a requirement
that for ninety days after foreclosure is ccmmenced, the
mortgagor has what is usually referred to as a cure period.
That is, they bhave the right to come back abnd...and redo it
at that point in...in any event. Sc that we are actually

within that time frame. We are also within the time frame, in
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fact, considerably less, that every firancial institution
says even in, you know, the pink sheet that they®ve Leen
passing out to you 1is their own vwvoluntary pericd. They
Say...they say nine paysments they will allow to go Ly the
board before they will start doing amything. We are say
within that period of time. I think you should alsoc under-
stand that one of the things that the Lill dces is it says
that anyone who does go into the...the assistance prograa,
totally waives their statutory right of redemption for the
three-year period that the assistance wculd presumably be
available. So, if you add all of those things togegther, I
think I can honestly say that we pot only bave not prolonged
the period but in many respects...resgects we've probably
contracted it.
PRESIDING OFFICEER: (SENATOR DEMUZICQ)

Further discussion? Senator Etheredge.
SENATCR ETHEREDGE:

¥ell, I...I appreciate that clarification, and neverthe-
less, I continue to share the sase ccncern exgpressed ty Sema-
tor Hudson iDe<.iD...in that this enactment could very well
have the imfact...have a negative iaspact ¢n the sellability
of our mortgages...saleability of our mortgages on the
secondary market. HNow that®s important fgr two reasons. 1f
we do npegatively affect our...the secopdary...market, what
we're going to end up doing is increasing the interest rates
that all mortgagors, all homeowners, all of those that have
mortgages have to pay in order to get a mcrtgage, and I don®t
think that we want to do that. The other thipng that we're
going to be doing is to make those lending institutions take
d+.e.ea very bard lcok at all of those pecple that ©pight be
close to the...close to the edge in terms cf whether they
will be lent poney or not. So, what we're going to be doing
is for some of those...some of the people, se're going to be

waking it impcssible for...for them to...tc get a mortgage.
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I...I would recosmend a No vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOB LEMDZIQ)

Further discussion? Senator Barkhausen.
SENATOR EARKHAUSEN:

8r. EFresident and members of the Senate, many of the coa-
ments I was going to make have already been made by the mep-
bers on ny side of the aisle. I would simply e€cho those and
as well suggest that...tbat the Departsent cf Commerce amnd
Commpunity Affairs...or neither the Lepartment cf Commerce and
Compunity Affairs nor any State agency is equipped to mpake
the kind of financial judgments that lenders...home lenders
are traditionally called upon to make, and I think it would
be inappropriate for us to impose that kind of responsibility
on a government agency. I would alsc say that in their
traditional scheme of things in a foreclosure gproceeding, the
lenders are not eager to foreclose. It's a Very...under
Illinois Statutes and in other states, it's a very
complicated process amrd it's expensive for the...for the
lender and very rarely do lenders recoup their full ccsts and
expenses in bringing about foreclosure proceedings. Kherever
possible, Hhereve: a borrower =shows the...the prospect
of...0of bringing themselves current in their wmortgage pay-
ments, the lenders are traditionally very accommodating and
there®s no interest in it for them tc foreclose as guickly as
possible. Granted there have been victins of the economic
downturn. Granted even though the recovery is...is already
coming about, there are still people, as there are...always
have been, who bhave been the victiss of...of unemployment as
this bill is...is now targeted towards, but I...1 do think it
would...it is not the place of the government tc get intc the
business ¢f being a...a judgment of one's creditworthiness,
and I would urge oppcsition to this bill.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENMO0ZIQ)

Further discussion? Senator Gec-Karis.
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BREEL #2

SENATOR GEC-KAEIS:

¥ill the sponsor yield for some questicns?
PBESIDING OGFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

Indicates she will yield. Senator Gec-Karis.
SENATOR GEQ-KARIS:

I understand under your bill that this will help a
homeowner who is out of a job or is oanderemployed...by
underemployed, do you mean if that homecwner is on a strike?
PEESIDING OFFICEE: (SENATOR LCEMUZIQ)

Senator Netsch.

SENATOR NETSCH:

NO.e.HO.

PEESIDING OFFICER: (SESATOR DEMUZIC)

Senatores.

SENATOE NETSCH:

Theaa.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOB DEMUZIG)

Well, Sepnator...Senator Netsch.
SENATOE NETSCH:

eeeWell, just to clarify underemployed. In sSome cases
during the recent recession wcrkers were nct tctally laid off
but they were put obpn short weeks or short bours. That is
what it refers tc.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIC)

Senator Geo—Karis.

SENATOR GEC-KABRIS:

The second question I have, I understand that...they
would have to...the homeowner would have tc have at least
fifteen percent net equity of the purchase price. So if we
say that he paid sixty thousand dcllars for bis house, fif-

teen percent would be nine thousand dollars. ¥hen I...when
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you say fifteen fercent of the purchase price, are you saying
then that equity...supposing if he has a seccnd mortgage and
let's say there's a ter thousand dollar ecrtgage...second
mortgage, and he's already paid npine thcusand dcllars in
equity, but he has a second mortgage of ten thgusand, would
you be deducting the second sortgage alcong with the amount
due on the first mortgage in order to arrive at his fifteen
percent?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR CEMUZIQ)

Sepnator Netsch.
SENATOR NETSCH:

There 1is no question that that +wculd be taken into
account, right.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEM0ZIC)

Further discussion? Senator Gec-Karis.
SENATOB GEC-KAERIS:

And the third question that I have is, if after thirty
days notice by the lender of his intemticn tc foreclose, if
the mortgagor, the...the defaulting homeowner does npct meet
with the consumer credit counselling agency approved by the
DCCA, then the foreclosure can go ahead. Is that correct?
PRESIDING OFFICEE: (SENATOR LENUZIQ)

senator Netsch.

SENATCR NETSCH:

That is absolutely correct. There is no stay except mea-
sured briefly from the moment that the actual meeting to
resolve the nonpayment takes place. So without it, the fore-
closure may froceed.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENMUZIO)

Senator Geo-Karis.

SENATOR GEC-KABIS:

I wunderstand then that this progras e€xgires in 1987 and

the money will be five million dollars which would...should

be available from the lottery fund...approved and asked for
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by the Department of Economic...what is it, [CCA. Is that
correct?
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIQ)
Senator Netsch.
SENATOB NETSCH:

Yes. I think there were a couple cf questions there.
DCCA would administer the program, that is because they bhave
the...the Bpost comparable types of programs to administer
already. There have an energy assistance progragS...and
I...program, and I thipk a couple of others so theya...that
was why it was given to DCCA. The ©prevision for bLcrroming
the fund is in exactly the same lanquage as the Chrysler Loan
which also vas borrowed froz lottery funds. BAnd ultimately,
over a period of time, admittedly but ultimpately would be
repaid.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

Further...Semator Geo—Karis, your tinme has expired.
Senator Geo-Karis.

SENATOR GEGC-KAFIS:

Just one last comment, if I may. I understand also that
the credit history and the assets and the esplcyment record,
all of these things can be taken intc copsideration by the
lending institution apnd by DCCA before any such help is
approved. Is that correct?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR CEMUZIC)

Senator Netsch.

SENATGB NETSCB:
Not only can be taken into account but nust Le taken into
account. That is correct.
PEESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOBR DEMUZIQ)
All right. Senator Geo—Karis.
SENATOR GEC-KARIS:
Mr. Eresident, Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate, 1%ve

gone over this quite thorocughly and I can tell you, I was the



Fage 42 - MAY 25, 1984

one who voted to help Chrysler and I's glad..-to see that
they did make the mark, and I support this Lill wunder the
circumstances. I think we owe it +tc a hopeowner who is
trying and has been unesployed.
PBESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIG)

Further discussion? Senatcr Holmberg.
SENATOR BOLMEERG:

I rise in sugport of this legislationa In Bockford in
the fpast few years during the recession, some four thousand
five hundred people have fallen off the unerployment rolls.
They bave bad unesployeent conpensation fcr awhile, they
have used up their savings, they have entered
job...retraining programs, and the one thing that they have
left is the investment in their home. This bill allouws then,
if they have monies paid in up to fifteemn grecent, to bold on
a little bit longer. It is basically a middle class bill; a
bill for people who have really cared encughk to Luy, to pay
on a hoze. One toarded-up house in any ope cf your neighbor-
hoods would so affect the valuation of your o«n home and the
homes arocund you that your cities, your State wguld ke losing
money on property tax values and the kinds of things that
would come into the ccffers of the State and osumicipalities
if that ope home were still on the rolls with people living
in it rather than boarded-up windows and grass growing im the
yards. It is a temporary measure. In the =sgirit of the
Chrysler 1loan, in the spirit of the famous GI Eill after the
Second World War, it meets the needs of the times for very
special people who from...for nc fault of their cwn have
become victims of a recession. I am very much in support of
this piece of legislaticn.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOBR LEMUZIC)

Further discussion? Senator Netsch may clgse.

SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank you, Mr. President. I would 1like to respond
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briefly to a couple of points again. Senator Seaver, there
is a very precise reason why FHA 1oanslare excluded. They
are, in the first place, a miniscule part of the total mort-
gage portfolio; as I said, less than ten percent and that is

by the Federal Govermment's own figures. Sure, a lot of then
have been in default but they already have a program of
relief that is available from HUD, so there was no reason,
really, to include them im this grogran. Secondly, jJyes,
there...there is a cost to this, obviously. It is pnot over
the long-run going to be a net loss; that is, the ©money is
going to be repaid by the mortgagor to the State, and that is
a part of the bill and, as a matter of fact, regaid with
interest. But there is an up-front cost, obvicusly; there is
not point in saying that <there is nct. Secondlye..0r
thirdly, on the secondary market, what we are talking about
is, first of all, less than two percent of the mortgages ever
iD.s.the...the general Statewide portfclic ever go imto de-
fault. Of those the...the ones that will be affected by this
program is an even smaller percentage. %€ are talking about
a relative handful of mortgages. That is not going tc¢ affect
the secondary market, particularly now that se have renoved
all of the stay periods except the sixty days which are wuell
within the voluntary period of forebearance that all of ‘the
financial instituticns tell us they already cbserve.
Finally, let me suggest to you, what we are talking about
here is a problem that is very real tc all of your commun-
ities because almost every one of you bhas tqld me that.
There are people out of work, they are losiog their homes.
That is the beginning of...of a destructive influence in a
community shen people start having their hcres foreclosed
from under them. o one else has suggested any other
approach to this. The savings and loans lobbyists, the bank-
ing 1lobbyists have been scurrying arousd telling you that

this is a horrible idea, nobody should dc anything atout it.
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They have not suggested how we are going tc help those people
retain their homes. This is not a poor peogles® bill even,
this is a middle class bill. What we are talking akout are
working people, people who worked most of their lives and
lost their jobs because of an econosic recessiop beyond their
control. What we are saying to them is, ¥we are not gcing tc
contribute to your prcblem, we are going to give you a chance
to bang onto your homes until you cap get back on your feet.
We are helping not just them as individuals, se€ are helping
the stability of their families, we are helping the stability
of their compunities. 1 urge an Aye vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

The gquestion is, shall Senate Eill 15Z1 pass. Those in
favor vote Aye. Thcse opposed vote Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record.
On that question, the Ayes are 24, the Nays are 29, 1 voting
Present. Sepate Bill 1521 having failed +to receive the
required constituticomal majority is declared lost. Sepate
Bill 1524, sSenator Coffey. On the Order cf 3rd Beading,
Senate Bill 1524. Mr. Secretary, read the till.

SECHETAEY:

Senate Eill 1524.

(Secretary reads title of kill)
2nd...3rd reading of the bill.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATQGBR DENMUZIG)

Senator Coffey.

SENATCR CGFFEY:

Thank you, Mr. EFresident and nmembers cf the Senate.
Senate Bill 1524 deals with the Mctor Vehicle Code in which
it would mandate each commercial motor vehicle operated in
Illinois display an external motcr fuel tax identificaticn
device. Presently or currently, ccmmercial gotor vehicles

must have owotor fuel tax identificaticn cards which must be
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carried in the truck cr in the cab. §e have found since
passing the motor fuel tax increase last year that we are
losing wmany dollars in revenue, and we're mot sure what the
projections are but it could be as much as twenty million
dollars in revenue lost because many of our interstate truck-
ers are traveling from state to state and filling up either
in Wisconsin or Indiana or Hissoﬁri. And in Missouri, for
instance, there is betveen ten and twelve cepnts less on motor
fuel tax...between ten and twelve cents motor fuel tax or tax
on diesel fuel in Missouri; therefore, they are £filling in
those states and pnot f£filling wup in the State of Illimocis
creating both revenue loss to the Department of Bevenue and
causing alsc problems for those gas stations that are at
either side of the State and the entrance coming intc I1li-
nois. This decal...we have bhad some contrcversy with the
trucking industry and the Illinois Fetroleum Lealers and we'd
tried to come to some compromise, and yesterday there was an
amendment offered that would move...instead of seven dollars
and fifty-cents for this decal, it would be five dollars and
that it would be a two-year proposal and it would sunset at
the end of two years starting January 1st, 19€S, and gcing
till July 1st, 1987. At that time in hopes...presently,
the...wee..trying to catch tbese tax cheats, ue.have a rather
difficult problem because we have three peogle ‘involved io
this process. One is the Department of Fevernue, the Secre-
tafy of State's Office and of course the law enfcrcement
officer. #e're hoping in two years that we will be able
to...and have asked the Secretary cf State in working con-
junction with the Departmwent of Bevenue been able tc put on
their computers where they can ponitor what now Eevenue
monitors so they could tell if the motor fuel tax is being
paid on those trucks traveling through the State of Illinmois.
And hopefully in that two years the...presently, the caoa-

puters sill not handle that extra responsibility and within
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two years, hopefully, that could be put in line. So0...
PBESIDING OFFICERB: (SENATOR LCENUZIQ)

Any discussion? Apny discussion? The guestion is, shall
Senate Bill 15Z4 pass. Those in faver vcte Aye. Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Senator Vacalabeme. Have
all voted who wish? Take the record. On that guestion, the
Ayes are 49, the Nays are none, nope voting Eresent. Senate
Bill 1524 having received the required constitutional wmajor-
ity is declared passed. We will ncw go to page 10...pageig,
middle of page 10. Senate Bill 1612, Senator Fhilife. Call
the bill...read the bill, Mr. Secretarya
SECEETARY:

Senate Eill 161Z.

{Secretary reads title of kill)
3rd reading of the Lkill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIOC)

Senator Bhilip.

SENATOBR PHILIEF:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Senate Bill 1612 as apended creates a civic
center...creates some new civic centers by front door refer-
endum. It would...create DuPage County, Sterling. Ite..in
Aurora, it just extends the territgrye Hould create
Collinsville, Niles Township, Schausburg, Cuad Cities, Fekin
and Orland Parke. If we left anybody out, I don"t know who it
is. I bhave tried tc accommodate...I®m sorry akout that, Mr.
President, I didn't kpow you were interested...l have tried
to accoamodate just about anybody who bhad scme kind of an
interest in his district in a civic center. As you know, the
final say-so is left with the Department...DCCA, and of
course their funds at +this point I think are all used up.
I'11 be bappy to apbswer amny questicns. I1*d ask for your

favorable consideraticn.
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PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOB DEMUZICG)

Is there any discussion? Any discussion2 1If not, the
question is, shall Senate Bill 1612 pass. Thgse ip favor
vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have
all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Eave all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On
that question, the Ayes are 45, the Nays are 4, 1 voting
Present. Senate Bill 1612 having received the required com-
stitutional nmajority is declared passed. 1645, Senator
Bersan. Bottorm of page 10, Senate Eill 164S. Mr. Secre-~-
tary, read the bill.

SECEETAEY:

Senate Eill 164S.

{Secretary reads title of Lkill)
3rd reading of the kill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LEMUZIQ)

Senator Eermane.

SENATOR EEBMAN:

Thank you, Mr. President. Senate PBill 1645 adds the
volunteers and participants under the Attcriney General's
Office into the indemnification section of the existing
Statute. The existing Statute already covers Department of
Corrections and Department of Mental Healtb and Developmental
Disabilities. The apendment that was placed on it...frovides
that any of these clainms for indemnificaticn shall be submit-
ted to the court of claims and they shall nake their recom-
mendation to the General Assembly regarding indemnification
awards. I®ll be glad to respond to any questions. Ask for
your favorable vcte.

PHESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

Is there any discussion? Any discussion? If pot, the
question is,...shall 1645 pass. Those in favgr vote Aye.
Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is oren. Have all voted

who wish? Sepator Sam. Have all voted whc wish? Bave all
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voted who wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes
are 5S4, the Nays are none, none voting Presemt. Senate Bill
1645 having received the required constituticpnal majority is
declared passed. With leave of the Body, the Chair inadver-
tently skipped 1625, Senate PBill 1625, Senator Maitland
wishes that «called. Is there leave to return to that...to
1625? Leave is granted. MNr. Secretary, 1625, read the bill.
SECEETARY:

Senate Eill 1625,

{Secretary reads title of Lkill)

3rd reading of the bill.
PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIC)

Senator Maitland.
SENATOBR MAITLARD:

Thank you, very much, Mr. President, ladies and Gentlemen
of the Senate. Senate Bill 1625 addresses the problem that
has been <created by the court decisicn in the county of
DuPage with regard to the...the right of the counties to
retain the interest that accrues on funds prior to the tinme
that they are distributed to the tazxing Lcdies. The chal-
lenge to that decision was not...did nct in any way affect
the...the decision with regard to the prosgective onpature.
Therefore, it is going to be necessary for counties to gener—
ate mwmoney through scme other source to0...t0...tc pay for the
cost of collection. Gesiding now in the Statute is Ade...is
@essis permissive legislation that allows theg to levy up to
two and a half cents. Senate Bill 1625 will allow the coun-
ties to...to levy up to a nickel with a front door refer-
endun. That amendment was placed on the kill yesterday. 1In
addition, it also...it also creates a sechaniss by which that
money can be...can be distributed back to the...tc the taxing
bodies. Again, it addresses only the prosgective part of the
bill; there 1is other 1legislation that...that addresses

another part of that, but I think it's...it?s necessary
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legislation and I would appreciate a favcrable vote.
PRESIDING CFFICER: (SENATOE LEMUZIQ)

Is there any discussion? Any discussicn? If not, the
question is, shall Senate Bill 1625 pass. 1Those in favor
vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Eave
all voted who wish? Bave all voted who wish? FKave all soted
who wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are
51, the Nays are none, none voting Fresent. Semate Eill 1625
having received the required constitutional wmajority is
declared passed. Senate bill 1655, Senatqor Rock. The botton
of page 10, Senate Bill 1655. Bead the kill, Mr. Secretary,
please.

SECRETARY:

Senate Eill 1655.

(Secretary reads title of kill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SERATGR DEHUZICQ)

Senator Rocke.

SENATOE ECOCK:

Thank you, HMr. President, Ladies apnd Gentlemen of the.
Senate. Senate Bill 1655 is the proposed Intergovernmental
Missing <Child Recovery Act. Happily, the 2tth day of May,
today, by Presidential Declaration is the third annual PMis-
sing Children's Day. So that the whole nation is on alert
that this is a problem, and this bill attempts to put I1li-
nois opce again in the forefront cf the recovery of missing
children. 9The Department of lLaw Enforcement indicates that
we have sope thirteen...last year had some thirteen thousand
missing youngsters im our State. But this bill will do tiuo
things essentially; it sets up intergovernmental eye search
units to immediately respond to <zTeports that are to be
reported immediately of wmissing or abducted children; and
secondly, at the request of the...Illinocis Cerartment of Law

Enforcement we have provided the mechanism to allow these
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local police agencies and governmental units access to the
law enforcement data service, the lead system, which in turn
is connected with the FBI national cosputer. And so,
hopefully, we will be in a position to chare Statewide
information from even the national source to help in the
isnediate recovery of these youngsters. The Gcvernor and the
Department of Law Enforcement are now squarely behind this
bill, and I would urge a favorable vote.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIQ)

Any discussion? Any discussicn? 1If pot, the gquestion
is, shall Senate Eill 1655 pass. ‘Those ip favor vcte Aye.
Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Bave all vgted wbo wish?
Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 54, the Nays
are none, nobne vcting Present. Senate Bill 1655 having
received the required constitutional majority is declared
passed. Top of page 11, Senate Bill 1659, Senator Lechowicz.
Senator Lechowicz, at the top of page 11, Senate Bill 1659.
Read the bill, Mr. Secretary, please.

SECEETARY:

Senate Eill 165S.

{Secretary reads title of till)
3rd reading of the Lkill.
PBESIDING OFFICEE: (SENATCE DEMUZIQ)

Senator Lechcwicze.

SENATOR LECEQWICZ:

Thank you, Mr. President, Ladies and Geotlemen of the
Senate. Senate Bill 1659 would allow cities, towns c¢r coun-
ties to appropriate fumds to charitable organizations to
assist runasay youths and bave the ability tc¢ reunite thes
with their families. This legislation is isportant because
it will encourage those most devoted and dedicated to handl-
ing the problems of runaway youths or 1local public service

organizations giving them a vebicle for local financial sup-
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port. I encourage your support for Semate Eill 1659.
PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Any discussion? If =not, the gquestion
is, shall Senate Bill 1659 pass. Those in favor will vote
Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is open. All
voted whbo wish? Have all voted wbo wish? 211 vcted who
wish? Take the record. On that question, there are 5S4 Ayes,
no Nays, none voting EFresent. Senate Fill...1659 having
received the required constituticpal wmajority is declared
passed. Sepnator Marcvitz om 1725. Op the Order of Senate
Bills 3rd Beading 1is Senate Bill 1725. Bead the bill, Mr.
Secretary.

SECEETAEY:
Senate Eill 17:z5.
{Secretary reads title of Lkill)
3rd reading of the till.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Marovita.
SENATOR MARQVITZ:

Thank you, very such, Mr. Bresident and wmembers of the
Senate. Senate Bill 1725 is the <(ripe Victims Bill of
Rights, and the purpose of the bill is 1really enbodied ian
Section 2 of the bill itself. 1The purpose of the. gt is to
ensure the fair and compassionate treatment of victims and
wvitnesses of violent crime and to ipcrease the effectivepess
of the criminal justice system by affording certain basic
rights and consideration toc the victims and witnesses of vio-
lent crimes whc are essential to prosecution. Via this
legislation the victins and family members of vioclent crines
have the right to be notified of the filing of informatiog or
the return of an indictment when bail has been granted and
the conditions of such bail, the day, time and place of a
guilty plea or a sentencing hearing; the...the disposition

terminating proceedings with respect ¢t¢ the defendagt?'s
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guilt, the sentencing of defendant to prokation, conditicnal
discharge; defendant®s firal discharge from incarceration, if
the defendant was conmitted tc a mental institution and...and
sabsequent discharge, any disposition tersimating proceedings
and the right to have stolen personal property returned as
promptly as possible, employer intercessicn services to
ensure that the victiss will be able to ccoperate with the
criminal Jjustice system, victims or witpesses have a right
to,.e..and this is a very important gart of the legis-
lation...a victim or witness has a right to present a victin
impact statement on the impact which the defendant's criminal
conduct bas had upon the victim or the family cf the victig.
Such statements of fact shall be entered on the record and
the court shall consider such statement in iwmpcsing the sen~-
tence. These...these statements, ispact statements, are
given to the court prior to sentencing and are done in con-
junction with the state®s attormey's office cf the ccunty in
which the trial is being held, and that amendment was put on
the 1legislation and was drafted in ccnjunction with the
State's Attormeys Association so that tkat wictis impact
system would be done im conjuncticn with the state's attorney
of the county. It also establishes the Semnicr Citizen Abuse
and Neglect Act so that we would have reportirg of suspected
cases of abuses and meglect of senior citizens and help to
get then the kind of services that they need throughcut the
State of Illinois. I solicit your Aye vote cn this important
legislation.
PRESIDENT:

Discussion? Any discussion? Senator Earkhausen.
SENATOE EABKHAUSEN:

Question of the sponsore.
PRESIDENT:

Indicates he®ll yield, Sepator Earkhausen.

SESATOR EAEKBAUSEN:



Fage 53 - MAY 25, 1984

Senator Marovitz, I*m all for the ill. As you may
recall, in the ccmmittee I raised a question with you and
Attorney General Hartigan as to the meaning which 1 thought
vas somewhat potentially vague of apgropriate enployer
intercession services. Anpd I...X don't really expect you to
be able to...to answer right here what *hat means, but JI...I
vondered shether you would give cr mayhe the House sponsor
would give any further thought to clarifying shat...what are
the duties that ought to be imposed on an employer in guaram-
teeing the rights of a victin?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Marovitz.
SENATOE MARCVITZ:

. I would be bhappy to do that. We did add an amend-
ment...that you and several nmembers of +the <comnmittee had
several other questions about whose duty was to do what in
the legislation to inform the victime of certain things. And
ve added amendment, 1 believe it®*s Apendment 3, wshich did
clarify who specifically was to do all the things in the bill
where the victims would be notified and the family menmbers
vould be notified. We did clarify all of those things. I
think you're right about that, we do need to tighten up the
fact as to what kXind cf employment intercessicn services are
available, and I [pledge to hold the bill and work with you
just to dc that.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Earkhausen.
SENATOR EABRHAUSEN:

Je.oI also suggested that some thought aight ke given
to...to requiring enployers to give tize off, certainly tc
victims, and...and also I think fpotentially to witnesses
called upon tO0...to testify in crisinal froceedings. After
all, ve require employees to...enployers tc give this kind of

time for fpeople exercising their franchise and this is scne-
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thing that®*s equally cr more important, 1 would thinka.
PBESIDENT:
Further discussion? Senator Schuneman.
SENATOR SCHUNENARN:
Cuestion of the spobnsore.
PRESIDENT:
Indicates he'll yield, Senator SchuneEsan.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAB:

Senator, I introduced a bill scmetime agc that...sort of
in line with what you're seeking to do and 1%z just curious
to know whether you may have incorporated this idea. The
idea was to have sort of a reverse Miranda protection for
victins. When...when a perpetrator of a crime is arrested,
you remember that because of the Miranda Lecision the police
officer has to read off the rights +to the perscn being
arrested, they have to tell +thes they bhave the right to
remain silent, they have the right to ccumsel and all that
sort of thing before they canm put the handcuffs on. And yet,
victins can be contacted by attorneys for...r€gpresenting the
other side, that is, representing the perpetrator of the
crime and no such...no such niceties are affcrded thes. And
ny idea was simply toc require that amycne representing the
suspect in a case be required to tell the wvictim that they
also have the right to be silent and that they also have the
right to be represented by counsel before they talk tc those
people representing the perpetrators of the crime. 1Is there
anye...any protection of that kind in this victim*s bill?
PBESIDENT:

Senator Marovitz.

SENATOE MABOVITZ:

My analysis does indicate that the legislation is similar
to Senate Bill 5S40 which you and Senator Joyce intrcduced.
That specific provision that you're talking akout is noct in

this legislation. I do think that a victism qr a witness
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does have a right and should te informed of sbat his rights
are and wbat be does not have to do, amd I +think that is
important.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussicn? Senator Davidsona. 1 Lkeg your
pardon, Senator Schunewman,
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Bell, you mentioned that your bill is similar to nmine,
actually that's all wmy bill did was make that one specific
provision. ®ould you consider asking the Bouse sponsor
to...to add that provision in the Bouse? 1°d appreciate
that.

PBESIDENT:

Senator Marovitz.
SENATOE WABQVITZ:

I certainly will. I think that is impcrtant to have the
victin and witnesses to have those rights apd that knculedge.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Cavidson.

SENATOR DAVILSON:

Question of the spomsora
PEESIDENT:

Indicates he®ll yield, Senator Cavidsog.

SENATOR LAVIDSON:

Is the provisicn still ip that the Cegartsent of Correc-
tions would have to notify the victims that...swhen a grisoner
was going to be released? 1Is that still in the bill?
PEESIDENT:

Senator Marovitz.

SENATON MAROVITZ:

Yes, it is still in the bill and I discussed it with the
Department of Corrections yesterday, and se agreed yesterday
to sit down when the bill was in the House ard talk akout

alternative...alternative methbods. ThE€Yeoab€oaal think
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everybody agrees that the victim bas a right to be notified
when the defendant is discharged from prison. Everybody
agrees to that, the Department of Correction agrees, how #e
go about doing that in the best pcssible way with the least
possible bureaucratic problems, the Department of Correcticns
and I bave...have agreed to sit down and talk akout it.
PBESIDENT:

Senator Lavidsom.
SENATOE DAVIDSGCN:

Then, for the record, there's a clear-cut understanding
that you and the department are going tc scrk cut your okjec-
tions to how they're going to be nctified sc that the victinm
or any persons dealing with them record wculd nct be avail-
able to some inmate clerk sho could get that information for
the part of revenge by some prisomer. 1Is that ccrrect?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Marovitz.

SENATOBR MAROVITZ:

That is absolutely correct and wwe don®t want that to
happen under any circumstances. We want to prevent
that...that revenge nwotive...under all pcssiktle circun-
stances.

PEESIDENT:

Further discussion? Sepator Grotkterg. I keqg jyour
pardon, Senator Lavidson.
SENATOR [CAVIDSON:

Well, just one other question. Dces this kill still have
in it...then I have nc probles with the Senior Citizen Abuse
and Neglect Act. But the fact it was Semnate Eill 1700 it vas.
held in Rules and amended onto this bill in the <ccnpitteec.
Does this bill still have that bill that was held in commit- :
tee amended into it?

PRESICENI:

Senator Marovitz.



Eage 57 - MAY 25, 1384

SENATOR MAROVIIZ:
Yes.
PBESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Grcthkerga.
SEBATOR GROTEERBRG:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident. A question of the spobnsore.
PBESIDENT:

Indicates be'll yield, Senator Grctberg.

SENATOR GEOTEBERG:

On the corrections problem, Senator. The Correctiocns
Department doesn®t have the victims® nases...shat...ycu know,
they®re mnot in their possession, they don®*t want them. So
the simplistic way of doing it is +tc potify the state’s
attorney wvhich they do now, I don*t know what you?ve accon-
plished. The...the bill isn®t gquite ready to 1leave the
Senate until you get some of those things up that you're
going to fix up in the Eouse.

PBESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Gec—-Karis.
SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

Very briefly, Hr. Eresident, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I think it*s high time the Lepartment of Correction
did notify the victim because there have keenm a lot Gf com-
plaints of people®'s children been surdered and the defendants
are about ready to...be released, they know ncthing akout it.
Therets nothing wrong with this bill that can't be corrected
in the...in the Bouse. I think it's a good bill, the time of
it has come and it's high time we regarded the rights of the
victims more than the rights of the defendants.

PEESIDENT:

Further discussion? If not, Senmator Marcvitz may close.
SENATOR MAROVIIZ:

Well, I think for a long time in here...or I and probakly

as a liberal have been very concerned about the <rights
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of...0f everyone to due process. But I think se have to take
a look at our priorities and make sure that the rights of the
victim, the innocent victim, and the witnesses who belp the
criminal justice systen are protected, certainly, at least
equally as well and tbis bill does just that. It guarantees
the rights of victims and vitnesses, it prcvides thes a bill
of rights. And 8@y gosh, how can we stand here and provide
all the rights fcr crininals if we're not willing to stand ug
and say that the victim and the witpesses have those rights
toco. That's what this bill dces and I solicit your Aye vote.
PRESIDENT:

The question is, shall Senate Bill 1725 pass. ‘Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will vcte Nay. The
voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
question, the Ayes are 51, the Nays are npone, none voting
Present. Senate Bill 1725 having received the reguired con-
stitutional pajority is declared passed. Sepator Fhilip on
1732. Yes, sir. On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Beading,
Senate Bill 1732. Bead the bill, Hr. Secretary.

SECEETABY:
Senate Eill 173:.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Philip.
SENATOR PHILIP:

Thank you, ¥r. President and Ladies and Gentlenmen of the
Senate...Senate Bill 1732 is the same as Senate EBill 879 of
last Session, and what it would do would be allow the DuFage
County Water Comsission to issue Gepmeral Oktligation Ecnds by
front door referendus and member gunicipalities to also do
the same. 2s you are probably aware, our water talkle bhas

been going down drastically in CuFage County in the last ten
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years. We are, as you know, entitled to Lake Fichigan water.
There has been an accoamodation between the City of Chicago
and the DuPage County Water Commission in regards to tuilding
a pipeline and pupping stations to get it cut to cur con-
aunity, So...I'd be happy to answer any gquestions. It's a
very serious issue in our area. Just tc give you an idea,
we'll prokably be using the first year about ninety thousand
gallons of water per day. We will end up Leing the Lkiggest
customer the City of Chicago will have for watera. Ee bappy
to answer any questions. I'd certainly ask for your favor-
able consideration.

PRESIDENT:

Any discussiocn? If not, the gquestion 1is, shall Senate
Bill 1732 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed
will vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted whbo wish?
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. On that question, there are 49 3yes, no Nays, ncne
voting Preseant. Senate Bill 1732 having received the
required constitutional majority is declared passed. OD the
Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading, Senate Bill 1733, Read
the bill, Mr. Secretary.

SECEETABRY:
Senate Eill 1733.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PBESIDENT:
Senator Philip.
SENATOR PHILIE:

Thank you, #r. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Senate Bill 1733 would in effect create FAP 431
which would in effect be a tollway through the center of
DuPage County. As ycu're probably aware, some ten years ago
the Department of Transportation came uf with a freeway plan

for the sestern suburbs, and of course they did not have the
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money to complete that plan. So that EAF 431 has been
dead-ended at Army Trail Boad for scee ten years. This would
be the coempletion of that. 1I'd like toc sit bere and...stand
here and tell ycu that we don®t want tc build ancther toll
highway in DuPage County or another highway in CuPage County
or another road ir DuPage County. Unfortunately, we are the
fastest growing county in the middle west. We're enjoying
large population®’s explosion, along with that, of course, a
lot of automobiles. And I would certainly wish that it
didn*t have to be a tollwvay. As you knou, we worked this oat
with the Governor®s Office, the Lepartment c¢f Iransportation,
the Tollway, it seems to be the most feasible way to do it if
you want to do it in the nmext two or three years. Urpfortun-
ately, it would probably end up being two +tolls on that
tollway; instead of being the ncrmal forty-cents it wculd
probably end up being about fifty-cents. Let me tell you
this too, we've bad some disagreesent with Morton®s Arko-
retun. I think we have bent over backwards to accommodate
sone of their...their problem. If ycu would 1lcqk at the fpro~
posed tollsay, you would notice that it is gcing to the east
and around and then upnder the east-west tcllway. He're also
providing some beras, some drainage. Cne of their problenm
vas Puffer Lake and, quite frankly, we've tentatively agreed
to dig it out, wnake it deeper and bigger and...and, quite
frankly, I think that...the tcllway has...bas gope over
backwards to try to accoanmodate one of the greatest natural
resources we have in CuEage County, Morton's Arkoretus. 1I°11
be happy to answer any questions, and I certainly would con-
sider a favorable vote.
PRESIDERI:

Discussion? Senator Sangmeister.
SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident. Senator Philip, there®s no

question here, but I wish to nmake you aware of, if you are
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not already, this is a burning issue in %ill County because
they*re not extending that rocad froa 1I-55 down to I-80. I's
not a traffic engineer and I presuse ycu are pot either, but
it does make an awful, awful lot of sense to link those tuc
interstates together. And I'm going to suppcrt your bill at
this point. It's @y understanding that we will be back here
with some kind of a joint resoluticn to put this whole thing
together, and I want you to know at this pcint se're going to
be working awfully hard to add that og and I just want to get
that up-fromt right ncow.

PBESIDENT:

Discussion? Any further discussion? Sematgr Philip you
wish to close?
SENATOR FHILIP:

eesthank you, Mre. President, I...l certainly wculd
address that. I, myself, am also coamitted tc extending it
all the way down through Will County, I think it's necessary.
The so-called consultants and experts say at this point
there...there's not encugh...traffic or wguld not be encugh
traffic. Heck, I dopn't know if that®s true. If I%nm still
here at that point, I'm going to be on ycur side and I think
it certainly ought to go down; because, guite hqnestly,.a lot
of us go down to the University of Il1lincis c¢pn the ueekends
and we have a lot of...] probably have in my district and
county @more...nore graduvates from the University of Illinois
than most people. That would be great for the football
veekends and the Lasketball weekends, and I'm going tc be
there.

PEESIDENT:

Question is, shall Senate Bill 1733 pass. Those in favor
will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. 1The voting is
open. Have all voted who wish? Have all vocted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. Cpr that guestion,

there are 45 Ayes, 5 Nays, 3 voting Present. Senate Bill
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1733 having received the required comstituticnal majority is
declared passed. 1743, Senator Hall. Bead the bill, MNr.
Secretary.
SECEETARY:

Senate EBill 1743,

{Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the kill.
PEESIDEBT:

Senator Hall.
SENATOR HALL:

Thank you, Mr. EFresident, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate, this is your office allovwancé€. INee<.ife<aSEVED Y€ars
ago it was the last raise that the office allowance was
given. It*s been seven years apd this time that
ve're...we're raising it and we®re making a differential, and
the reason is is that the House is cne-half as large as the
Senate. Also we have increased your per diem. I think
everybody understands now what the cost is tc remain here in
Springfield with hotels amd food and ewverything up much
higher. So, this is what the bill does and 1'd ask ycur most
favorable support.

PBESIDENT:

Any discussion? Any discussion? If not, the question
is, shall Senate Bill 1743 pass. Those in favor will vote
Aye. Those opposed xill vote Nay. The vcting is open. Have
all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? FEave all voted
who wish? Take the record. O©On that question, there are 35
Ayes, 16 Nays, 1 voting Fresent. Senate Eill 1743 having
received the required constitutional pajority is declared
passed. 49, Senator Hall. 1754, Sepatcr ®elch. Head the
bill, Mr. Secretary.

SECBEETAEY:
Senate Eill 1754,

(Secretary reads title of bill)
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3rd reading of the bill.
PEESIDENT:

Senator Welch.
SENATOR WELCH:

Thank you, Mr. President. This bill amends the FEhysical
Fitness Services Act to include...this bill asends the Physi-
cal Fitpess Services Act to include additional services such
as veight reducing...judo, karate, self-defense training.
And it requires that individuals be allowed to cancel con-
tracts within thirty days from sigping the®. This ©Lill bhas
been extensively amended and discussed oo the Eloor. 1I'd be
glad to answer any guestions.

PBESIDENT:

Any discussion? Any discussion? If pot, the guestion
is, shall Senate Bill 1754 pass. Those in favor will vote
Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is opena
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted sho wish? A1l vcted
who wish? Take the record. Gn that questicn, there are 48
Ayes, 2 Nays, none voting Present. Senate Bill 1754 having
received the required constituticpmal pajority is declared
passed. 1787, Senator Fhilip. On the Order of BHouse Bills
3rd Reading is House Bill...Senate Fills 3rd BReading is
Senate Bill 1787. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary, please.
SECRETAFY:

Senate Eill 1787.

(Secretary reads title of Lill)
3rd reading of tbe Ltill.
PBESIDENT:
Senator PBhilip.
SENATOR PHILIE:

Thank you, Mr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Sepate Bill 1787 as amended, the amendment is actu—
ally the bill, that is Semator Ned2a's and <Sepator 2ito's

agendoent. ®hat it does, it provides for the Illincis BArts
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Council to notify us by district where they spend the money.
I certainly think it*s a good idea. 1%11 Le happy tc answer
any questions and I*d ask for your favorakle consideration.
ERESIDENI

Any discussion? Sepator Keats.
SENATGR KEATS:

Thank you, Mr. President. I rise in support of the bill,
but I...I really want to make a point that is sort cf to the
side of the bill. As all of you know, I%ve Leen here eight
years and I've never voted for the Arts Ccuncil approgriation
before and I don't intend to make that silly mistake any time
in the near future. But I want to say to...tc some of
the...ny friends io the press, too oftem they link bills like
this...toc often they link the motives of spcnscrs of acend-
gents to greater things involved. And too cften peofle say,
gee, we all know who the director of the BArts Ccunmcil is and
some€ pedple are saying they want tc get at a friend of hers,
someone she lives with. B2nd cur attitude is cpe of...and I
think it*s a serious mistake to say this type cof a ligitation
on the Arts Council is somehow related tc the Sgeaker of the
House or the fact that some people feel that they don't 1like
the way these grants are given. Last year the Arts Council
got a ninety plus percent appropriation increase, almost a
hundred percent, this year another twenty plus percent. Can
you think of some other State agency that last year could get
a hundred percent increase, do it in as sneaky and
unhand...underhanded and disreputable say as they did? 7You
all remember, it was stuck into the piddle of a bill and on
the rest of the bill were, you know, pensions for widows and
orphans, I mean, you kncow, thé...the...several major appro-
priations that had to be passed, none of which were even
related to the Arts Coumcil, stuck io the middle, snuck in in
a House Conference Committee ipn an underhanded, deceitful

manner was the Arts Council appropriatiop. 2cpd they doubled
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the appropriation. If some other groug had done that my
friends in the press would have <eaten thex alive. This
apendment at least allows us to find out where that hundred
percent increase last year and the twenty some percent
increase this year goes so at least when the taxpayers' mcney
is being wasted, we have some idea where it®s Leing wasted
and perhaps some of you could cover that in the future.
PEESIDENT:

Further discussion? Sepator Eloon.
SESATOR ELOGH:

Rell, thank 1you, Mr. Fresident and fellow Senators. I
rise in oppcsition to this on the ©perits of the bill. I
think that perbaps sometimes both Chamkers need a kind of
d...d burp to get things out of their systen. But do e
really want to do this? I mean, shat it*s saying is, do we
really sant to inflict this on ourselves? If you stop and
think about it, every artiste who has applied for a grant is
going to €nd up probaktly banging om us toc then go kang on the
Arts Council. I want you to thipk through that. I don*t
think that that really is gcod public policy. ©§e say we're
doing one thing and we end up shcoting ourselves in the foot.
JeeosX don't think this is the right way to gc.

PEESIDENTI:

Further discussicn? Sepator Grctkerg.
SENATOR GEOTBERG:

Thank you, Mr. Eresident, fellow nesbers. In 1light of
the conversation yesterday, I just want to reiterate what ay
colleague just menticned. I won't ke here to deal with the
fallout of this, but to save you all a lot c¢f prokless, if
one vote will make a differemce, I'e gocing tc vote against it
because of putting out...putting us between the art world amd
whatever that council is. I'm not saying everything is all
well and that it's nct too much money, but be careful, sports

fans.
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PBESIDENT:

Further discussion? Further discussion? Senator Fhilip,
you wish tc close?
SENATOR PHILIE:

Thank you, MNr. Fresident, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. You know, I...I guess that...that the two Senators
who spoke before me wmight be 1living in a vacuusm. I've
already got people calling me from varigus ¢roups wsanting
money from the Arts Council. I haven®t been very successful,
quite frankly, but I'd certainly think that I'a entitled to
know where they're wasting the momey, whether it*s pcems over
the phone or painting in viaducts or files ¢p Vietnaas SWar
deserters and I could ob...excuse Be, poetry in buses, agd I
could go on and on and on and on and on. And 1 thipk that
We...as long as we are authorizing them tc waste this mopey,
at least we ought to know where it's going in our district
and I ask your favorable comsideration.

PRESIDERT:

"The guestion 1is, shall Senate Eill 1787 pass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will vcte Nay. The
voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. Cn that
question, there are 27 Ayes, 18 ©Nays, 4 voting Fresente.
Senate Bill 1787 baving failed to receive the required con-
stitutional majority is declared lost. 1790, Senator Darrow.
On the Order of Sematg Bills 3rd Reading, Senate Bill 1790.
Bead the bill, Mr. Secretarye.

SECEETARY:
Senate Eill 1790.
{(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the Lkill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Larrcwe.

SENATOER DAEECW:
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Thank you, Mr. Eresident. Article V1, Section 2 of the
Illinois Constitution requires that judicial districts be of
substantial equal pogpulation. The judicial districts are the
appellate districts throughout the State of Illincis. At the
present time, the dounstate appellate districts have a
deviance in population. For example, the Zpd Judicial Dis-~
trict which encompasses the collar counties has a population
of two million ninety-one thousand people; stereas, the 4th
Judicial District bas a population of one thcusand two hun-
dred and seventy. The appellate districts have ot been
reapportioned since 1964, and in that twenty year period, as
we all know, the Gpopulation in the sukurbs has increased
drastically. This bill attempts to reduce the deviaticn from
one district to ancther. The statistics that e are
using...the Census Bureau figures we are using are the Fekru-
ary 9th, 1984 corrections of the 1960 cenmsus cocunt. 1In this,
the circuits in each judicial district are not split, they
are contained within the appellate districts and we have not
split counties. 1'd ask for a favorable vote.

PBRESIDERT:

Discussion? Senator Macdonald.
SENATOR MACDONALD:

Thank you, Mr. President. Both...sides of the aisle of
the Senate here have had staff try to work cut the most equi-
table, possible solution to the problems of the reagportion-
ment of the court. It*s going over to the otheér side of the
Botunda, and I would imagine that there may ke some adjust-
ments that are going to want to be made there. Eut as far as
I am concerned at least as Minority Spckesnam of the Elec-
tions Committee, I think that we do have the fairest map that
we possible could have drawn. BHBeapportionzent ¢f these dis-
tricts has not been made in many years, as Senator Darrow
alluded to. And I urge your support of this reapportionnment

plan.
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PEESILDENT:

Further discussion? Any further discussicn? If pot, the
question...shall Senate Bill 1790 pass. 1Those in favor will
vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Bave all voted sho wish? [Kave all
voted who wish? Take the record. Cn that questiom, there
are 47 Ayes, 7 Nays, mone voting Present. Sepate Bill 1790
having received the required comstitutional majority is
declared passed. 1803, Senator Bloona On the Order of
Senpate Bills 3rd Beading, Senate Eill 1803. FEead the bill,
Mr. Secretarye.

SECEETARY:
Senate Bill 1803.
(Secretary reads title of Lbill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PEESIDENT:
Senator Elooom.
SENATOR ELOON:

Thank ycu, Mr. Fresident and fellow Senatcrs. 1 caused
to be bhanded out yesterday a fact sheet cn 1803. Basically
this makes minor changes in the Fublic Utilities Act to allow
the Commerce Commissign to deal with pending agglications in
the 1long-distance field. As it was amended and .with the
anendment given to me by the Teleghone Asscciation, it is
long-distance meutral. And, therefore, 1°1]1 abswer any ques-
tions; otherwise, seek a favorable roll call.

PEESIDENT:

Discussion? Sepator HWeaver.
SENATOR WEAVER:

Thank you, Mr. FPresident, a couple questions of the
Sponsor.

PEESIDENT:
Indicates he*}l]l yield, Senator Keaver.

SENATOR WEAVER:
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Senator Bloom, I had some concern with scome of the small
telephone companies in my area as to how they're going tc ke
affected by this; whether or not after the change is made in
the mparket service areas take place or the possikility of
that taking place and competition going on gast the spall
communities, what...hou's it going to affect the telephone
rates id...in these small comnmunities of three gr four hun-~
dred people? Thate..that®s a concern that the small compa-
nies in my area are asking.

PBESIDENT:

Senator Eloon.
SENATCR ELCOHN:

Yeah, thank you, Senator Weaver, I should bhave touched on
that. It does not affect, it does not go intc what they call
LATA, Local Area Transportation Area, it dces not affect it
at all. It does not treak amy nevw ground. What it does is
allows the comnission scme flexikility to allow
inter-long...long-distance...ketween parket service areas.
It doesn®t give them any power to <rIearrange your market
service areas or your lccal exchanges. This was pretty thor-
oughly discussed in compittee and the amendpent that was
given to me by Mr. Kozeliski I understood makes it very clear
that this is just tied to pemding applicaticns that don*t go
into the 1local exchanges...nor dces it touch the subsidies
that these local exchanges get to which is really the clear
concern that we all have, I got rural areas tco.

PEESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Neaver.
SENATOR WEAVER:

Well, ny concern is, if you have competitive lines going
from these local warket area service areas, the smaller
companies depend a great deal cm 1long-lines revenue to sup-
port their operations. And if they®re going tc be =spliting

that off to cther companies, they are going to be
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other...agreements that are gocing tc have tc Le necessary or
there are going to be isolated communities that are not going
to be served or lose vrevenue fros the lcng-line service
generated from their districts. That...that's my concern.
PBESIDENT:

Senator Eloom.
SENATOR ELCOCHN:

Right. And as I said, we had the chairpman of the Cos-
merce Copmission come in and these fecfle...cI these ECI's or
Sprint's or things 1like that are going tc have to pay the
local exchanges Jjust 1like the...you know, the AT & T
and...and Ma Bell folks have been doing, they got to buy in
too.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Weaver.
SENATOE WEAVER:

Well, I would just hope thate...jyou kncs, we don®t have
much conmunications with the Ccmmerce Ccpmissign in the Gen-
eral Assembly and many of us have a great deal Gf concerns as
to how these rules and regulations implemert oD...0r affect
the smaller areas, rural districts downstate. And sc it's a
real concern to me that we keep these small telephone comga~-
nies healthy and...and are able tc¢ serve the small cozpun-
ities as we in the larger comaunities are served. So,
that...that®s a «concern that I*'d just like tc register with
the compission.

PBESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Etheredge. Senator
Maitland.

SENATOR MAITLAND:

Thank you, H#r. Eresident. A questicn of the sponsor.
PEESIDENT:

Sponsor indicates he'll yield, Senatcr Maitland.

SENATOB MAITLAND:
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Senator Bloom, I just want tc make sure I upderstand the
dialogue that persisted between you and...and Sepator Weaver.
%e don't want to leave here without misleading the public. I
think probably what hagpens with this bill...the passage of
this bill will not affect perhaps local service rates, but
the fact of the matter is, given the whole scheme of things
the breakup...the breakup of AT & 1, as that funnels down to
local services, the pore sparsely populated areas «ho are
serviced by swall companies, in fact, will bave their rates
go up; because, obviocusly, they don®*t have the...the subsidy
of long-distance any longer. Is that a true statement?
PRESILDENT:

Senator Elocos.

SENATOR ELOOH:

Oltimately, twenty-four, thirty-six sonths down the road
beyond the 1life of this bill, I think that the testimony was
that there would be...there...there would be some affect on
our local exchanges. This bill, you understand, is only for
one year and only for...the NCI and the Sprint®s. The...the
amendment that was put op says that this, you know, the...the
life of this authoritye...this basically is just special
permission to the Commerce Copmmissicn tc deal %ith scse pend-
ing applications in an expeditious manner that dies in Janu-
ary of '85. Ultimately, tventy-four, thirty, thirty-six
months the testimony in coomittee said that as a result of
that Federal court decision, that will have ap impact on our
local sxchanges, ultimately. See what 1'® saying?

PBESIDENT:

Senator Maitlanda
SENATOR MAITLAND:

Final guestion. Does...does this legislation permit =more
than one uwmicrowave company...l don®t kncw shether that's
the...the correct title, but one nicre¢wave long-distance

company into a particular MSa?
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PEESIDENT:

Senator Eloos.
SENATOR BLGON:

As I understand it, that «could hagpen apd when
they...nore than one comes in, then our Jlong-distance rates
go down, and that's, I'm told, is good. 9That's called compe-
tition.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Etheredge.
SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

Yes. Mr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate,
I hadn*t beard anything about this bill until we had a piece
circulated on all of our desks yesterday and
another...another one this morning. EBut cne of the other
things that I*ve heard just a little while agco which concerns
me greatly is the issue raised by...by Senatcr Heaver, and in
regard to the impact that the passage of this bill would have
on local telephone rates downstate. I QUESSeeellYao.RY gUES-
tion is, to the sponsor, if he will yield, is why...if this
bill does not have aany impact on rates, shy dc we need it?
PBESIDENT:

Sponsor indicates he'll yield. Senator Elccum.

SENATOR ELOON:

Okay, I.««I guess I didn"t make it clear wben I explained
it. There are right now...oh, AT & T, MCI, Sprint, Telesave,
about four applications pending for long-distance service
within the State of Illinois. This allous the ccommission to
deal flexibly and expeditiously with it as ogposed to...see
the way the Act is written now, it assuses that all <communi-
cations are on end-to-end @monopclies, strunge...you kpow,
vired monopolies. This allows them to deal expeditiously with
what they have on the table in front of them. The amendment
offer by the Telephone Association protects, that's the thing

that says this authcrity we®re giving to the comnmission dies



Fage 73 - MAY 25, 1984

in January of 85, let's them deal sith shat®s pending in
front of them, doesn?*t touch the lccal exchange rates. Yes,
that is a concerm but it's a concern that we®re going to have
to deal with beyond the life of this very special permission
for this year. And as a practical =matter, I have the
nisfortune of serving on the telecosmunicaticns working group
that this Body has put together thrcugh the Sumset Ccmmission
where we're probably going to have to come back im January
with a real Teleconpunications Act to address all of the
issues. But JIe..you know, I...Il can't answver it, I
bet...more thoroughly than that, Forest, and it shoulda...
PRESIDENT:

Senator Etheredge.
SENATOR ETHERELGE:

Senator, I would appreciate additicnal clarification as
tO0ee.as what deal flexibly means. FDoes that mnean that the
ICC will have different standards for...for the varicus bid-
ders? Are we going to have one set <cf =specificaticns for
people who are going to be providing this service?

PBESIDENT:

Senator Eloor.
SENATOR ELCOHM:

You're making me work, Forest. The bill itself,
yeaheeoTaoait?s set out clearly in the bill itself, it amends
Section 36 of the Act. And basically it says, "The conmis-
sion wmay issue certificates of public copvenience and neces-
sity to several carriers for the Gfrovisicn cf conpetitive
telephone or other telecommunications services between market
areas." They're not even going intc the zmarket areas or the
local exchanges. Aond the idea is tc prosote this cosmpetition
and to get these long-distance things in glace Letween market
service areas so we can lower our lcng-distance rates, that's
the whole purpose cf it.

PRESIDENT:
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Senator Eloon.
SENATOR EBLCGH:

«seWant me to set it out...if you want me to set it out,
it says that the comnmission cannot, specifically it's tied
down to this, it cannot modify or affect the rights of any
public wuwtility, they can't mpess arcupnd with the 1lccal
exchanges. Okaya
PEESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Jercme JOycCe.

SENATOR JEERONE JCYCE:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President. I wculd...sben this kill
was being explained in comsittee I think prokably the Lest
explanation we got was from Phil O'Connor whemn he said,
“"Irust me," and I trusted him then and ncw 1 see oy name is
on a letter. #®ell, ycu folks can trust Phil C*Connozr if yocu
wvant to or you can trust me, but I*m not asking you to do it
on this one. This is...you're on ycur own, 1 don?t under-
stand it.

PHESIDENT:

Further discussicn? Senator Schugeman.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

A question of the sponsor.

PRESIDENT:

He indicates bhe?*11 yield, Senator Schunesan.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Some of the comments of the other speakers...have raised
a concerh...in me for some of the telephope...local telephone
companies that I have in my district, and I...as I understand
vhat you just told Senmator Etheredge this would not affect
the authority of a local telephone comfpany tc continue their
current sonopoly for local service. Is that true or false?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Eloon.

SENATOR ELOGH:
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It's absolutely true, this is dealing with lcong distance.

Once you start messing around with local exchanges, shkich, by
_the way, this Body is going to have to do in about eighteen

months, you get into all of the ccncerms that have been

addressed. But these concerns really have nothing to do with

this bill.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Schubeman.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Okaye. To what...bhow does it affect the lccal...locally
ouned telephone companies, through their curreant revenues
from, for exanmple AT & T and that there sculd now be sone
competition in that area, is that hcw it affects local conpa-
nies? Or does it affect theas?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Eloos.
SENATOR ELQCH:

I*1l1l say it conce more. It does not affect them. This is
for what Senator Reaver and Senator FEtbheredge describe as
intermarket service areas, long distance. It does not affect
the local eichanges, it leaves it alcpne. ¥®e bhad a full hear—
ing im committee, tightly drew the bill sc that the conmmis-
sion can deal with pending agplications frco MCI, Sprint and
those folks now, and the thing dies by its own terms in Janu-
ary of *8s.

PBESIDENT:

Further discussion? Further discussion? Senator Weaver.
SENATGE WEAVER:

Excuse ae for rising a second time, but just cne ques—
tion. Senator Bloom, doesn't the ICC now have the authority
under Statute to deal with Sprint, MCI and other long-lines
providers without any change in the Statutes?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Eloon.
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SENATOR EBLGOM:

Their authority is to treat MCI and Sgrint like ¥a Eell
and AT &€ T. And so you go into long hearings and, ycu kpos,
an eleventh month process and they®ve got these applications
pending. The Statute...the Statute presumes sonogcly, you
understand, with public utilities. Okay, now se got about
two or three applicatione pending for cospetition. Gkay, so
we have to amend it to give the commission scme flexibility
so they can get these...make their decisicos on yocur MCI's
and Sprint's and that's the whole purpcse cf 1803. I will
say again, it does not touch local exchanges.

PRESIDENT:

Senator feaver.
SENATOR WEAVER:

Well, is it your judgment that the Commerce Commission
vants to treat those other providers differently than they
are now treating AT & T?

PRESIDENT:

Senator Eloon.
SENATOR BLOOM:

Under the Federal court order that is set cut on page 10,
they have to. Judge Green has said, you're treaking up Ma
Bell...or AT & T; and they're saying, now go out and coagete
for 1long distance first, and so there are four applications
pending. The Public Utilities RAct as presently written
presumes that all telecommunications are Lty definition a
monopoly, sO you go ande..go through a lomg process tc¢ treat
it as...treat the...each application asa soncpoly applica-
tion. Here you got four of them saying, bey, we want to
compete, for long-distance and the ccomission is saying,
alright, give us a little flexibility so we can let thes in
and your long-distance rates will gc dcun. And at the
conmittee hearing and through the amepdment [frocess, we've

tied them down to this so they dop't mess around with our
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local exchanges and our spall phone companies. That®s it.
PEESIDERT:

Any further discussion? Senator Elcom, you wish to

close?
SENATOB ELOGH:

Appreciate a favorable roll call.
PEESIDEBT:

The gquestion is, shall Sepate Bill 1803 pass. Those in
favor will vcte Aye. Those opposed will vcte Nay. The
voting is open. 311 vwvoted who wish? All wvgted who wish?
A1l voted wbo wish? Take the reccrd. Cn that gquestion,
there are 41 Ayes, 3 Nays, 8 voting Present. Senate Bill
1803 having received the required ccnstituticnal majority is
declared passed. On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd FKeading,
Senate Bill 1821. Eead the bill, Mr. Secretary.

SECEETARY:

Senate EBill 1821.

(Secretary reads title of Ltill)
3rd reading of the kill.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Egane
SENATOR EGAN:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident, members of the Sepate. The
bill does what it says, it?'s not the most iapcrtant piece but
it could be. I commend it to your favorable consideration.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Netsche
SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank you, Mi. Fresident. Just in case that @message
missed everyone, this is a vehicle bill, and if Senmator Egan
wants to carry any major tax increases that are going to ke
proposed before this Legislative Sessicn is over, be sy
quest.

ERESIDENT:
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The guestion is, shall Senate Eill 1€Z1 pass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed ill vote Nay. The
voting is ofen.

PBESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIC)

Have all voted uho.uish? Have all voted wko wish? Bave
everyone reconsidered? Have all vcted shc wish? Eave all
voted who sish? Take the record. On that question the Ayes
are 10, the Nays are 35, 6 voting Fresemt. Sepate Bill 1821
having failed to receive the required constitu-
tional...majority is declared failed. Sepate Bill 1850,
Senator bocka
SENATOR BOCK:

Thank you, Mr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of ‘the
Senate. Yesterday, in presenting the asendment, I indicated
that if it was mechanically possible 1 would 1like to...the
opportunity to address the concerns eaipressed by Senator
Jones, 1 have ap amendment. I*'d therefore ask leave to call
it back.e.call 1850 back to the Order of znd for purposes of
an amendment, and then I'11 ask leave to get back to it after
intervening business.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIC)

Senator...Senator EKock seeks leave of the Eody to return
Senate Bill 1850 to the Order of 2Znd Reading fcr the purpose
of an asoendment. Is leave granted? Leave 'is granted. On
the Order of 2nd Beading, Senate Eill 1850, Mr. Secretarye.
SECBETARY:

Amendment No. 2 cffered by Sematcr Bock.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Bock.

SEVATOR EOCK: .

Thank you, Mr. President,‘LaHies and Gentlemen of the
Senatg. This is the apendnment we discu;sed yesterday with
Senator Jones when we set up the Legislative Support Group,

the four leaders who will, in fact, estalklish unifors hiring
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and perscnnel guidelines. I have added language which says,
#Including affirmative action to assure equality of employ-
ment opportunity and including affirsative action to assure
equality in the awarding of contracts.®” It is a duty that is
the current State las and all we are doing is taking the cur-
rent State Statute and putting it in this legislative Cosmis-
sion reorganization. I would ask for the adoption of the
amendment.

PRESIDING OFFICEE: (SENATOR DENUZ1IG)

All right. Is there any discussion? Senatar Lemke.
SENATOR LEMKE:

I want to know if this has the 1language...this language
is going to protect us inm regards to a tkill that we passed
sometime ago about natiopal origin and reverse discrimi-
nation? You know we are very concerned with it because e
look at the list of the employees and I see very few =ki's
and other wnames like that on...as in the esployees of the
Senate or in the House. And, you kboow, we are very inter-
ested in that, we have people unemployed tcc, Emil and we're
losing jobs left and right and we're interested in this. He
do not want to be discripminated agaiprst which we're being
discriminated by this bill against. %e...don®t want tc be
discriminated as far as our jobs which we have in the past.

lihe only difference between us and the otber people is that
wve obey the law and get...try to do things that work aroumnd
the law and accomplish things without that, gcing and gro-
testing. #e go through and set ug our own institutions and
do things. So we want to make sure our kids who go to «col-
lege and our kids whc work also get those jobs as an equal
opportunity and are not reversely discriminated against.
PBRESIDING OFFICEE: {(SENATOR DENUZIC)

All right. Further discussion? Further discussion?

Senator Bock moves the adoption of Senate...Senator Eock.

SENATOR EOCK:
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The answer to the gentleman®s guestiop is, yes.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIC)

Senator Bock wmoves the adopticn of...Azendment No. 2 to
Senate Bill 1850. Those in favor siqmnify Ly saying Aye.
Opposed Nay. The Ayes have it. Anendment No. 2 is adopted.
Any further amendments?

SECEETAEY:

No further amendpents.

PRESIDING OFFICERB: (SENATOR DENUZIC)

3rd reading. Senate Bill 1864, Senator Schuneman. [+] ]
the Order of 3rd Beading, bottom of page 11, Sepate Bill
1864. Read the bill Mr. Secretary, please.

SECEETARY:

Senate Eill 1864.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the btill.
PBESIDING OFFICER: {SEKATOR LEMUZIQ)

Senator Schuneman.

SENATOR SCHUNEMANS

Thank you, Mr. President. ladies and Gentlemen of the
House, this bill came up yesterday, and becasse of sone of
the debate on the bill, I took it cut of the record. There
were some gquestions raised. First of all, the bkill is a
revision of the General Obligation Eond Act and there ere
some concerns raised by Senator Lechosicg, Senator Eruce and
Senator Netsch, and I*d like to recount those and tell you
what*s hapfpened. First of all, Senatcr Eruce raised the
question of whether or not this bill would permit refunding
of State bonds for the first time. I was unable tg answer
that question. The answer is, no, it does mot permit refund-
ing for the first time, that provision is currently in the
law. Senator Lechosicz asked the question akcut the two bhun-
dred million dellar limit that is in this bill, and actually

what this change amounts to is that we are saying for the
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first time that the amount of refunding is lipmited to twuo
hundred milliop dollarse. There is no liamit im the current
provision. The reason that limit was put in there is that
the bill does provide for a change in a percentage having to
do with the amount of refunding which is possible. And as I
understand this, there...the law currently grovides for a
percentage of one hundred and three percent, and this kill
would change...wculd remove that linmit and therefore it «as
felt that they should restrict the amount cf Londs which the
State could issue. I think that those pcinpts have both keen
cleared up to the satisfaction of Semator Lechcwicz and Sena-
tor Bruce., The other question was raised by Senator Netsch,
ande...the guestion was shether or nct the bill would for the
first time allow the State to issue discounted bonds. And
the answer to that question is, yes, it will for the first
tinme allow that and perhaps we should bave sore discussion of
that issue. So withe..with that, I soculd...I wculd ask your
support for the bill. I think it*s a reascnaktle proposition
and we have people here from the Bureau of the Budget who
will able to...assist and answer any of the guestions that
you might have.

PRESIDING QOFFICER: (SENATOR LEMUZIOQ)

Is there any discussion? Senataor Netsche
SENATOB NETSCH:

Thank you. I...Senator Schupeman, I appreciate your
clarifying that point because we had spent =scoe time with
staff members of the Illinocis Econmcmic and Fiscal Comsission,
oh, at 1least a month ago, reviewing the prcvisions of this
bill to see what our reaction was to it because we do bave a
long-tere debt subconwittee of IEFC. 2nd one of the points
that they had noted and that we had discussed sas the fact
that it would for the first time authorize the discounting of
bonds. I...it®s a fairly important change of patternm, and to

be perfectly honest, I think there are both good things and
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bad things about it. I...the good thing, 1 suspect, is that
the financial advisors probably suggested that we pight get a
better interest rate on some of cur bond sales if we did
pernit the discounting. I think prcbably a drawback, mayke
the major drasback, is that it beccmes very difficult to com-
pare interest rates; and 1 suspect there say also be sone
problems in knowing exactly whether ycu®re going to be able
to have the right apount if you are using ycur tonds as
matching bonds. I...think at least for the record that there
ought to be a response to those twc points, if you wsculd
address them, on the negative side. I assume that you would
fully concur with the...the positive side shick is that it

might enable better interest rates.

END CF BEEL
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BEEL i3

PBESIDING OFFICEB: (SENATOR LENUZIQ)

Senator Schunenan.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Hell, Senator, the fact 1is that 1 did not necessarily
concur shen I found out that...that we were removing
theeesthe...the prchibition against discounted bonds. I did
not necessarily agree that...that®s what tke Legislature
should do. I was, though, later convinced that...that we
should do it, primarily for this reason. 1The fgeople from the
Bureau of the Budget tell me that when the State wants to
sell bonds, many of the big purchasers cf bonds are trusts
and institutions, scme of whom have a restriction on the
bonds that they cam buy. Some of the restrictions for trusts
in particular indicate that the trustee can buy no bond that
sells...they can only buy par value bonds, in other words;
and consequently, what happens iSe..is that...as I understand
it, that since we sell the bonds to the...tc the brokerage
houses at par, then when they resell them, they have to sell
them for something over par, and as I understand it, that
prices us of the market for those bonds. That seems to me to
be the...the best argument in favor of...cf doing wbat they
are asking. On the downside, I sufppose that we could bave an
administration who would sell bonds at...at severe discounts
which might be contrary to the judgzent of the General Asses-
bly, in which case se would have no recourse or no ®ay that
we could stop the sale of those bcnds. 1...1 think history
has proven that we have not in the past had such administra-
tions and probably this lLegislature could...could pull the
rug pretty quickly if we found that we had an administration
that was doing that.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SERATOR DEMUZIQ)
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Further discussion? Senator Netsch.
SENATOR NETSCH:

With respect to the latter pcint, Senatcr Schunemap, I
believe the bill does restrict the disccunt sale to
ninety-seven percent of proceeds. 1Isn't that correct? So
that there®s already a...a rug under what cao ke done.
PBRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LCEMNUZIQ)

Senator Schuneman.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

~ssye€s, you are correct. So the discounting does have a
limit on the downside of three percent below far.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

Senator MNetsch.

SENATOE NETSCH:

Then if you might, one additional fpecint that is somewhat
troublesome, and that is the difficulty of ccsparing interest
rates when you've sold at below par at a discount rate.
I...I suppose what ycu really need to do tc kpncw exactly how
well the sale went and exactly what we're payipg im a sense
is to compute it in terms of...cf proceeds...net froceeds
rather than the...the actual amount that...that shows on the
bond, and I wonder if...I don*t believe it'%c yritten in the
bill that that be done, but it seeds to me that just so that
we, 1in the Gemperal Assembly, kncow what is bappening that
either in the bill or at least as a patter c¢f cospitment
right now, vwe ought to make sure that we are going to he
given that...that information so that we kbmow ¢xactly where
ve are going.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LCENUZI1Q)

Senator Schunesan.

SENATOR SCHONENAK:

Senator, the Bureau of the Budget thinks that we should

do it this way. They are not...that is net cast in stope.

They are willing, for example, in the House to consider the
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kind of reasonable changes that you or c¢thers may suggest,
and I certainly have no problep with that. I...1 would give
you my comnmitment that I would certainly work with the House
sponsor to put im any such safequards that you think are
necessary, and I'd ke willing to pass it op that basis.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIC)

Senator Netsch.
SENATOK NETSCH:

I appreciate that, Senator Schuneman. 1 think I will
hold you to that and ask if you would make sure that the
House sponsor consults with the lomg-term dekt menbers of
Economic and Fiscal so that we can build irn anytking else
that vwe fell is pnecessary to make this work. 1'm not gqing
to object to it as a matter of principle. I think the idea
of having a single State of Illinois bond bas coasiderable
merit to it, but I...if you would assure us that you will do
that, it*s fine with pe.

PRESIDING OFFICEE: (SENATOR LEMUZIC)

Further discussion? Senator lLechcwicz.
SENATOR LECEORICZ:

Thank you, Nr. President and ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I...first of all, I appreciate the fact that Senator
Schuneman withdrew this bill the other day so we had an
opportunity to not only discuss it with Sepatcr Schunemar but
with the Bureau of the Budget, Ecomcmic and Fiscial Compis-
sion staff, and basically what Senate Eill 1864 creates a
General Obligation Bond Act. It was drafted by the Bureau of
the Budget ip conjupction with PBob Sharp of Chagman and
Cutler, the State?s bond counmsel. The purpose of the Act is
to reduce the cost of issuance and improve marketability and
reduce debt service ccsts...for the Illincis general okli-
gation bonds. By allowing the issuance of a single type of
general obligaticn bond, it would simplify the paper work and

reducing the printing and storage costs and cther fe¢s this
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actioNe..in this portion should save apprcxisately ten thou-
sand dollars. By making the registration fprccedures less
conplicated and allowing depository trust companies to proc-
ess them, the action reduced the ccst of registratioe by an
estimated thirty or forty percent and save annually approxi-
mately.sixty to eighty thousand dcllars. 1bis fiqure xay grow
over time as the bonds are transferred in the secondary
market. By allowing the advance refupding of debts sold in
1981 and 1962 when interest rates were at the...historic
highs, the Act would reduce interest ccsts and debt service
payments by fifty-five to sixty million dcllars over the life
of the bopd issued. Such savings will vary with the fprevail-
ing interest rates at the tise of the refunding. Inp addi-
tion, by improving the  nmarketability of the State's bond
issues would...such things as increased security, a siggle
bond retirement interest fund and discount sales, the Act
should lower the bids received and thus its dekt service fpay-
ments. This matter has been discussed thcroughly with the
Economic and Fiscal staff, and would alsc bring to your
attention the memo dated RApril the 12th, 1984, Ly the Econon-
ical and Fiscal staff strongly reconmmending the passage of
this bill. Thank you, Senator Schupeman. 1 =strongly
encourage the sapport of the membership. 1 think this is the
step in the right direction. 1 believe that it was thor-
oughly reviewed and encourage am 2ye vote.
PBEESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR LENUZIQ)

All right, further discussion? Senatcr Grctberg.
SENATOR GECTBERG:

Thank you, Mr. President and fellow mesbers. I note with
interest amnd G[probably the Body should kncs it if you all
don*t have it in you analyses, but isplicit in this is an
ongoing authority by somebody to pay bond interest and prin-
cipal without appropriation, and 1 thiok sayte +the spomsor

should probably indicate who has that authcrity and where
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does the money come from if Illinois goes kroke again.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIC)

Senator Schunepan.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

That language, Senator, is...is exactly the same as the
language im our current Bond Act. The...the reason that we
need this is that in order for the security cf the bcnds to
be guaranteed by Chapman amd Cutler apd such houses,
and...and the opinion...the opinion of the security be valid
that the handlers of this money sust be akle to make these
transfers without any appropriation process. So the fact that
this provides for that transfer of money without appropria-
tion does not represent a change in law.

PBESIDING OFFICEK: (SENATOR DEMUZIC)

Further discussion? Sepator Schugeman may close.
SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Well, I...I think practically everytbing has been said on
this now, Hr. President. I...I do want tc thank Representa-
tive...0or Senator Bruce and Senator Lechcwicz apd...and
Netsch and others who have worked on this. 1 tbink
thati..that the bill is better understgcd now, and I would
urge its passageas
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENU2IG)

All right, in the opinion of the Chair, that pursuant to
Article IX of the State Cobstituticn, Senate Eill 1864 will
require thirty-six votes. All right, those in favor of
Senate Bill...1864 will vote Bye. Thcse crpgsed will vote
Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Eave all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take +the record.
On that question, the Ayes are 50, the Nays are 3, pone
voting Present. Senate Bill 1864 bhaving received the...the
required constituticpal wmajority is declared passed. 1889,
Senator Berman. On the bottcs of page 11, Sernate Bill 1889.

Mr. Secretary, read the bill.
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SECHETAEY:
Senate Eill 1889.
{Secretary reads title of kill)
3rd reading of the Lkill.
PRBESIDING OFFICER: {SESATCB DEMUZIC)
Senator Eerman.
SENATOR BEEMAN:

Thank you, Mr. Eresident and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Sepate Bill 1689 creates the Ccoapensation BReview
Board. This board will consist of twelve menrbers, three each
appointed by each of the legislative leaders, the President
and Minority Leader in the Senate, the Speaker and PMinority
Leader in the House. They will be appointed uUp...upon the
imnediate effective date passage of this bill, and they are
to make a...hold public hearings and make a report tack to
the General Assembly within pninety days of the passage of
this bill. Their Jjurisdicticn 1regards the evaluation and
recommendation of...salary levels fcr the Executive Branch,
Legislative Branch and the...Jdudicial Branch of State Govern-
ment. The way the bill is structured that withip thirty days
following their report, the Gemeral Assenpkly has the opgor-
tunity to either veto c¢cr reduce any of their recommended
salary levels. 1f there 1is mno action to veto them or if
there is action to reduce thesm, that action or the recog-
mendations will take effect after that thirty-day pericd
allowing our input. Be glad to respend tc any gquesticpsa
Starting...let @e just add, the wemkers that would be
appointed ismediately, their terms would 1last only until
Pebruary 1 of next year. February 1 of next year there sculd
be a board reappointed, twelve meamkers again, but with stag-
gered teras and follosing this initial reporting date by May
1 of each even nusbered year. They are, again, given the
responsibility of reporting regarding salary levels for State

Govermment. Be glad to respond to amy gquesticns. Solicit
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your Aye vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR EBRUCE)

Is there discussion? Senator Gec-Karis.
SENATOR GEC—-KAEIS:

Will the sponsor yield for a question? Yocu say that this
board, if...with its recommendaticns for comgensaticn would
submit its report cn or before September 3C, 1984. Is that
correct?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATGR ERUCE)

Senator...Senator Eerman.
SENATOE EEEMAN:

No, ma'ame. Heewein evaluating the time frame for
the...for the appointments, the organizatiocn and the puklic
hearings, we felt that putting im a specific date was really
impractical. The...there was an amendment that was put on
yesterday that gives thenm ninety days im which tc repcrt.
PRESIDING CFFICESB: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Senator Geo-Karis.

SENATOE GEQ-KAEIS:

Will the General Assembly have an cppcrtunity to nmeet
after that report is filed to approve or disapprove or cut
down any recompmendaticn made by this Ccopensatiop Review
Board?

PBESIDING OFFICEE: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Eerman.

SENATOE EERMAN:

Yes, ma®ap. We?ve looked at that time frame so that we
certainly will have that opportunity.
PEESIDING COFFICER: {(SENATOBR ERUCE)

Senator Geo-Karis.

SENATOR GEQ-KAEIS:

In other words, there won®*t be an automatic approval in

the event if we®'re not in Session. We still have to come to

Session and act om it. Is that correct?
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR EEUCE)

Senator Eerman.

SENATOB BEEMAN:

Rithin the time frame that we expect tc be in Session, ue
will be here and we will have the opportunity tc review tbheir
reconsendations.

PRBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCB ERUCE)

Senator Geo-Karis.

SENATCR GEC-EKARIS:

One wmore question. Thense.if this ccupensation board
acts upon it as you said, will there be putlic hearings,
*cause I have wondered about that?

PEESIDING OFFICER:z {SEBATCE BEUCE)
Senator Eermana.
SENATOR EEHNAN:

A pablic hearing is mandated in the bill.
PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR EKUCE)

Senator Gec-Rarisa
SENATOR GEO-KAEIS:

Well, MNr. Fresidest and Iadies and Gentlemen of the
Senate, there was a commission bill once befcre that came
through tbis House and I did sugpport it con the basis that
there would public hearings *cause I do feel the public has a
right to have input whether they agree with the raise in
salary, reduction or whatever they wish tc dc, and if...if I
have Sepnator...Berman?s assurance that there «ill be public
hearings ife...in the event of this ©Lkill fpasses, and the
Compensation Beview Board will hold such public bearings and
will endeavor to have ome at least in my ccunty in Lake, I°'l1l1
support the kbill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOE BRUCE)

Furtber discussion? Purther discussicn? Senator Berman

may close.

SENATOB BERMAN:
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Thank you, I think this is an ieportant stefp to get the
guestion of salaries for State Governsent cofficials out of
the political arena and intoc a blue ribbon <c¢cmaissign that
can take a more objective evaluaticn. I urge your Aye vote.
PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR ERUCE)

Question is, shall Senate Bill 1889 pass. Those in favor
vote Aye. Those oppcocsed vote Nay. 1The voting is open. Have
all voted who wish? Have all voted whc wish? Take the
record. On that question, the Ayes are 35, the Nays are 16,
2 voting Present. Senate Bill 1889 having received the
required constituticnal majority is declared passed. Sebnator
Rock amended...before we turn the page, Sepate Bill 1£50. 1Is
there leave to return to that bill now sc se might clear up
that page? Leave is granted. Senate Eill 1€S0. Read the
bill, Mr. Secretary, please.

ACTING SECRETARY: (BB. FERNANDES)

Senate Eill 1850.

(Secretary reads title of till)
3rd reading of the Pbill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR BRUCE)

Senator Eocke
SENATOR EOCK:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Sepate Bill 1850 is, as I'z sure all are aware after
yesterday's rather lengthy discussion, tbe cosmission reor-
ganizaticn proposal that Sepmator Ehilip and I have scrked on
in response to the call from the House Mipority lLeader in bis
report that something had to be done. This, I think, is a
reasonable, rational, responsible approcach. We will effect a
savings this fiscal year of some four million dollars, fpart
of which I will say at the moment will be gput back into the
General Assembly budget for the use by the standing commit-
tees. In the meantime, we recognize the fact that the public

ought to have, it does currently, access to tke legislative
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process by virtue o¢f these commissiopns. §e encourage that
kind of continued participation, and so we bhave effectively
structured the commission system intc three grougs recog-
nizing that the service agencies tbat serve the wmembers and
our constituents ought to abide. Another groug is...is abocl-
ished effective September 30, their termination to be
overseen by the Auditor General, and angther group %ill be
sunsete.-will be subject to review by.this Assenbly before
next June 30. I would urge an Aye votea
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR EEUCE)

Is there discussion? Discussicn? Sepator Zito.
SENATOR 2ITO:3

Thank you, Mr. President and members. I ccmamend Senator
BRock and Senator Philip on a reforz, but it®s interesting to
look back and see the vote that was taken c¢n Senate Eill
1787. I guess we're still talking about, Ladies and
Gentlemen, refors of convenience. #&hat®s gocd for some isntt
necessarily good for g¢thers. I*11 support this piece of
legislation because I think it's an honest attesgt by Senator
Rock and Senator Philip tc bring abogut reform laterally
across the board. It was just an interestipg vote, Segate
Bill 1787 got 27 votes. I'p sure that this fiece of legis-
lation will get more, but let®s keep in mind, if we're gocing
to have reform in the State of Illincis, then it®s got to be
across the board. I don't think that®s being dgne 1ncw, and
it's going to be interesting to see what ccmes back across
from the Hcuse.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR EEUCE)

Is there discussion? Discussicn? Cuestion 1is, shall
Senate Bill 1850 pass. Those in favor vote Aye. Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Bave all vocted who
wish? Bave all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
question, the Ayes are S0, the Nays are 2, 1 vcting Fresent.

Senate Bill 1850 having received the reqguired comstitutiocnal
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majority is declared passed. Senate Bill 1892, Senator Rock.
Are we going to hold 92, 93 and 94? All right. 1897, Sena-
tor Sangseister. Bead the bill, Mr. Secretary, please.
ACTING SECBETARY: (8B, FEENANDES)

Senate Bill 1897.

(Secretary reads title of tkill)

3rd reading of the Ekill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR EBUCE)

Senator Sangmeister.
SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Thank you, MNr. Eresident and meambers cf the Semate. As
you're all well aware of 1897 is our effort this year to do
something 1in the area of workmen's compensation. We spent
consideratle time on this bill yesterday where I wegt over
point by poinot everything that was major in that piece of
legislation. I'2 reluctant tc take the tiee c¢f the Body to
go through that all over again. I think each side has
received a breakdown as to exactly shat®s in the bill and se
obviously are looking for your support for it. I would like
to say that I kncw my friends, I guess they're still ay
friends, I'm not sure anymore, from labor are ccncerned akout
I don*'t think so much as what?s in the kill, althcugh they
seen to be concerned about portioms of that toc, is the nmat-
ter in which this was brought about. It is aksolutely true
that we did not consult with 1labcr before puttipg this
together and that was with design, and 1 wvant that on the
record. The problem has been in the past, as you know,
between negotiations Lbetween management and lakqr, that it's
very difficult to do anything because nobody wants to give
any ground. Our thought here was, let's put something ocut on
the table. As I indicated on...on znd reading, there'®s noth-
ing in concrete here. This bill will ke going over to the
House and I'm sure will be worked over very such over there,

but this is a starting point. I would ask those whose pride
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is so hurt that they weren®t consulted to realize that there
is some needed changes in the dorkmen®s Comf. Act. 1 do not
back down for one ainute om any single thing that is in this
piece ofllegislation. I think it is all very, very fair and
very( very equitable, obviously, some of it contrcversial
because this is a very controversial sutject in its own
nature. So, unless anybody has any specific guestions atkout
this, omn the bipartisan basis ip which we attempted tc do
this, I sould turn the discussion over tc Sepatqr Deldngelis;
and again I, you kncw, in talking to labor, tbey say, well,
you know, I...Il said, you know, we dido®t discuss this with
management either, amnd of course, their apswer to me was,
well, Senator Deldngelis is management and you®re not labor.
So, I'm willing tc adwmit that I do not stand on this Floor
and attenpt to speak for labor, and Senator DeAngelis can
make his own statement in that regard, but what I do want to
say is everything that I have put into this piece of legis-
lation 1 have dome <so with the best g¢f good faith, and 1
think it is a fipe piece of legislation and I think we ought
to get the megotiations going.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR BEUCE)

All right. Discussion? I have Senators Berman, lLenmke,
DeAngelis and Collins bave sought reccgmnitioan. Senator
Bermane
SENATOE EERMAN:

Thank you, Mi. President. I don®t questico the sincerity
aof the sponsora I do find substantial question sith the
process that was involved here. I think that part of our
system requires public participation, and it®s...I%ve been
informed that that is absent...has been aksept in the process
that evolved and resulted in the amendwments that were placed
on yesterday. That causes me a substantial ccpcern. I don't
think that anyone has all the answers. 1 think the entire

legislative processes want to give and take in negotiaticn,
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and I am advised that that was substantially altsent from this
process. 1 think...le€t pe...that®s a...a general okjection.
More specifically in the area of...of the [frgcess of the
workmen®s compensaticn and two of the propcsals here. Those
people sho bandled this bhave...and have a wide experience in
this have advised me that the...that the sectican dealing with
the preexisting conditions is just going tc¢ icvite endless,
~endless litigation. I don®t think that will serve anybody's
interest and particular will not serve the injured ferscn's
interests. On the expedited procedure under 19-B hearings,
it is a...a good step but I don?t think it @mDeans anything
because once a 19-B hearing is completed, there is ncthing in
here, I am told, that addresses the appeals om the 15-B hear-~-
ings. So, although you've expedited the hearings at the
arbitrator stage, the person who gets the adverse ruling is
going tc appeal it and without scome frovisico toc push those
appeals to the top of the list on the reviews, they're going
to sit there just like they...do now. So, I think that that
is a very, very serious flav in addressing these¢ 19-Bs which
are the...the ©Bpeed to address the tempcrary disability and
the payment of medicalScesibee.in the interim while the heal-
ing process is taking place. That, I think, is a very glarimg
defect. W®ith those things and more generally the...the lack
of input by labor and the openness...the atsence of openness,
I am restraiced to vcte No todaye.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SERATOHR EEUCE)
Further discussion? Senator leske.
SENATOR LENKE:

IeeeI think you're trying to do sometbhing here, but Ja..l
see some fallacies in what you're trying to dc. Nupber one,
in...in the thing about benefits and paid isprogerly to as
employee. Okay? A map walks into the perscnpel department,
he's lucky if...paybe he might have...a college education as

a laborer and maybe he xight not bave, but he gces in and the
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personnel sanager gives hiz the benefits. They put the bill
through. Most employers, as we knos now, they always put
things through group and...well, now group rates are high, so
they put thes through workmen's co2p. S0 this nakes...makes
the eaployee suffer because this agent of the esployer made a
mistake. So now they®re going to go back against this poor
guy who's out of work and comes back to wcrk and get the
soney back from them, which is wrong. That's a decision of
the coapany and once that decisicn is sade, they should ke
stuck with it., If there is group insurance, then let the
group carrier pay tack the comfp. carrier or vice versa.
That?s their obligation. The employee shculd nct be invalved
in this situation, and as far as subsequent injuries, I know
you're attempting to take care of...the disabled to cose
back, but to helfr a small group cf people, ycu're going to
injure a...a majority of people, and I dop't see anytbing in
this proposal to get after the two big...two Lig pecple that
have raised rates in worksen's cosmp., the insurance industry
and the nedical society. It®'s a fact if yocu gc cver and cver
the 1losses at the Industrial Commissiop, thcse awards have
not gone up but three to four percent, but the medical costs
for a doctor's visit in the last years has gone up from ten
dollars at a visit to thirty-five dcllars a wvisit, that®s the
culprit, and the...the rates have gone up and the anly way
you're going to get insurance compabies tc refund is to put a
control of the rates in this bill, because when we...€very
time we take bepefits away from the working man, that presium
does not decrease. That premium stays the same and the
insurance company mnakes a big grofit, and I speak from
experience because I used to be a house cgunsel for one of
the biggest insurance companies, and we cperated on a seven-
ty-five percent loss ratio. Seventy-five percent of the pre-
pium that we recovered was paid ocut of losses and they made a

profit. They are @now operating on a seventy...twepty-five
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percent loss ratio and then paking a seventy-five percent
profit, and that refund is mot going back to the employers on
his premium and it's not going tc the esgplcyee because the
benefits remain the same; and I'm telling you this right pow,
unless you really want to get into the prokles and that®s the
monofpolistic control of the insurance industry that sets the
rates, when a former director of this State can go work for
the people that set the rate, something is wrong, agd they
got no recourse uander the antitrust laws, Do recourse, they
just keep doing what they want to do, and when an insurance
industry goes into a lawsuit, it admits that they bad a
eleven and twelve percent overcharqe; that s=eans you can
three times it, they made that auch money on the overcharge,
and I'm telling you this, maybe you don*t feel for that work-
ing man and maybe that working mam has been Llamed for driv-
ing business out of this State, but I want to tell ygu some-
thing, the only people that...drove small businessmen out of
business are large ccrpcrations that have stock ip cther cor-
porations and that's the insurance ipdustry. Rhen they
invested hard and lost investments, they start raising the
premiums all over the board, and that®s why ipsurance pre-
niums are up, and the only way they're doing is they're
forcing small people out of vwork apd small people out of
business, and I'a telling you this right now, this isp®t the
renedy. The remedy is controlling insurance costs. That®s
the remedy. You can sit there all you want, but when you sit
in Olympia Fields and you don't have noc fassicm for the nman
that works every day and puts his hands into the machinery,
and you have no passion for the widcws of these people that
have no benefits when they're bhurt, and swhen a guy wmorks
forty and fifty years for a compapy and he develcps a heart
condition, it's too bad, buddy; it*s too tad you®re ocut,
miss, we'll give you a turkey on Thanksgiving. That's the

mentality of the rich. That®s the mentality. 1hey don®t want
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you to work, they want you to be slaves of their thing, and
they will give you the pittance and the crusks that they want
to, and they*ll aake sure you get the turkey at
Thanksgivingtinme. I ask for a No vote.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR EEUCE)

Senator CelAngelis.
SENATOR CeANGELIS:

I rise in support of the bill. The process was conducted
a little differently but to say that the process was not
open, a parallel process was taking place acrcss the hall.
He were notified Thursday aftermoon, and 1 ought to pcint out
to you the manner in which we were notified apd that was that
the House couldn't possibly draft aun amendment in less than
two weeks. So to say that there vwasn®t discourse going og, I
think is just a little untrue. Now we learned back in 79
and *80 that there's sc much affected interest involved in
this process, on both sides, that quite haonestly it's prob-
ably difficult tc reach any kind of agreement Lty imviting all
the affected interests t¢ agree. 1n fact, anyobne whc's been
in law knows an agrecnment to agree is not an agreement, and I
don't think you could get pecple to agree in that diverse of
a group and that's why we tock this process. 1n regard to a
statement made on the Floor regarding scmekody who...resided
in Olympia Fields, and I think I's the only one who does, 1
would like to poimt out that sy grandfather lcst his arm in a
steel mill the year I sas conceived, and he lcst his job with
it because there were two people...a lot cf pecple that bad
two arms that were willing to work. There is nothing in this
bill, sir, that takes anything away from am ipnjured worker.
In fact, it's almost hypocritical scme of the ccmments I hear
that people have coapassion for a wcrking persop when we have
driven out four hundred thousand of those jots out of this
State. HMaybe you ought to go talk to rather thap the injured

worker the unemployed wcrker, the steel worker in my district
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who is fifty years old and fifty-five years c¢ld or the ugen—-
ployed auto worker who can*t find wcrk and bas 1lost his
dignity im the sane manner that my grandfather lost it when
he lost his arme. I urge approval for this bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATGE BEUCE)

Further discussion? Sepator Collins.
SENATOR COLLINS:

Yes, thank you, Mr...Mr. Eresident apd aembers of the
Senate. I did not intend to rise and speak on this bill
eicept one of the statements made in the...bky one of the
other members. To be homest, there has nct been any input in
this legislation from anyone to sy kpowledge sith the excep-
tion of the twoc sponsors. This kind of acticn impupes the
integrity o¢f the labor and Conmerce ConmisSsion...Ccmnittee,
and I...and if this is the way this Bedy is gcing to function
in reference to labor bills, bills that is <supposed to be
bheard through that ccmmittee and bills that we agree and give
our word and let out of that compittee as a shell bill tc put
specific 1language dealing with specifiC...@...a specific
problem and then at the last ninute it turped into a major
revision of the worksen's compensation laws without adeguate
time for public input, that is unfair. As chairaman of that
committee, I feel insulted because you bave most certainly
had me tc violate my word; and I cap assure you, Senator
Sangmeister, and anybody else in here, tbat as long as I's
chairsan of that committee, you will pever get apother shell
bill through, and I ask all of yocu tc vote HNc.

PBEESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR EEUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Sangmeister may closee.
SENATOR SANGMEISTIER:

eesdS usual on this subject, the more we talk I guess the
more problems will arise. So just very briefly I would like
to respond to Senator Berman. If you check that bill over,

Senator Berman, you %ill find that the€...th€....the tinme
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requirements in there are very close. 1It's a whole total of
a hundred and eighty days in shich to get the process done
and I think that's reasonable. Sepnator Lenke, as I ipdicated
on 2nd reading, all we're saying is that the employee has
been improperly overpaid. You kmow, there shculd be go wind-
fall for that. That should be returned to the froper people.
In your statement that what we cught to ke doing here is
helping hire a few individuals and burting a lct of employed
workers, that®s pot true. ThiSee.the...the preezisting
injury aspect of this bill, as I made absolutely clear om 2nd
reading, has nothing'tc do with fecple whc are enmplcyed
today. 9This will te an effort...this is nct a management
thing, this is a labor thing. This is an ibncentive to say to
people whc got...as 1 indicated on 2znd reading apnd I'm
repeating myself, if you got a heart condition or a back
condition, wmaybe your employer now will consider putting you
on, because he's going to have some protecticn cn a scrkmen's
comp. claim. I really don't think that®s all that bad. and,
Senator Collins, if I owe an apolcgy to you Lecause you are
the chairmas of the committee, I give you that, but 1 might
also say to you, what efforts did ycu make to tring labor and
management together in this area and cose forth with a bill?
We've seen nothing here and we've seen nothing over in the
House. This is our effort. I hope it's pct futile.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SEEATCR BRUCE)

Question is, shall Sepate Bill 1897 pass. Those in favcr
vote Aye. Those oppcsed vote Naye. The voting is open. Bave
all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. On that guestion, the Ayes are 259, the Nays are 20,
none voting Present. Senate Bill 1897 having failed to
receive the requized constitutional majority is declared
lost. Senate Bill 19168, Senator Nedza. Sepate Bill 1924,
Senator DelAngelis. Senator Deldngelis, d¢ ycu wish to amend

this at this time? All right, Sepnator T[Lelngelis is recog-
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nized.
SENATOR DeANGELI1S:

Yes, Mr. President, I would 1like tc have leave of the
Body to bring...return the bill back to 28d reading for the
purposes of an asendment.

PHESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOE EEUCE)
Is there leave? Leave is granted. For what purpose do
you arise, Senator lLemke?
SENATOR LEMKE:
What bill is this now?
PBESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR EBUCE)
ese 1924, Senator.
SENATOBR LEMKE:

It's pot the bill that lost, is it?
PRESIDING OFFICEE: {SENATOR EERUCE)

No, no. This is unemployment. 1Is there leave? leave is
granted. Are there asendments, Mr. Secretary?
SECBETABY:

Asendment No. 2 cffered by Senator Delngelis.
PRBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BEUCE)

Senator Delngelis is recognized.

SENATOR [eANGELIS:

Yes, Mr. President, before put on Asesdment No. 2, having
voted on the prevailing side, I wish to reconsider tbe motion
upon which Agsendsent Bo. 1 was passed.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BEUCE)

The motion to reconsider the vote by which Amendasent No.
1 vas passed. On the motion, those in favor say Aye.
Opposed May. The Ayes have it. The vote is reconsidered.
Senator DeAngelis now gmoves to Takble Apendment BHNo. 1.
On...on the asendment, those in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay.
The Ayes bhave it...the amendaent is Tabled...No. 1. Are
there further amendments?

SECHRETAEI:
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Py

Amendment No. 2 offered by Semator Celdngelis.
PBESIDING OFFICER: {SERATOR EERUCE)

Senator DeAngelis is recognized on Asendment No. Z.
SENATOR CeANGELIS:

Apendment No. Z simply guts the bill and all it leaves on
there is a technical change of "to®™ to “thrcugh" in the
existing Act. As you know, this bill has created a tresen-
dous amount of contrcoversy, and there are scmze people sho
feel that we do not have to take this acticn at this time and
that is to raise the rates as the prosanagement perLsoh
raising the rate on sxall eaployers ogp the unesgloyment, but
in the event that we have calculated incorrectly, because the
downside risk of that ipcalculation...giscalculaticn is so
great that se at least perhaps have something available in
the fall in either a Conference Cossittee repcrt or a bill in
the House so that we can take action and prevent a disaster
in the event that the...the Federal CGovernzent ipdicates
otherwise. As it stands with this amendment, the bill is
sisply nothiag msore than a technical chamge cf Wthrough® to
“to." I urge the adogtionm of Acendment No. 1.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOE EERUCE)

Motion is tc adopt Amendment Nc. 1. Discussion? Discus-
sion? <Those in faver say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes have
it. Anmendment No. Z is adopted. Further amendments?
SECHEETARY:

No further asendsents.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR EBRUCE)

3rd reading. Senate Bill 1931, Senator Becker. Hold.
Senate Bill 1932, Senator Geo-Karis. Bcld. Senate Eill
1942, Senator Marovitz. Hold. ®ANLC is seeking leave to film
the proceedings. Is there leave? Leave is granted. All
right, earlier ip the day, if you can go kack to page U4 of
your Calendar, there was leave sought and received to cogme

back to Senate Bill 495. We'll go back through the <Calendar
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at this point and there was alsc...Segator Hall, 1 think,
received leave opn 720. So, we'll go back. Sepator Carrcll,
are you ready on 495 and your amendments? You wish
to...Senator Carroll asks leave of the Senate to return that
bill to the Order of 2nd Reading for the purgcse of an asend-
nent. Is there leave? Lleave is granted. 2Ar¢ there asend-
ments, Mr. Secretary?

SECHETABY:

Agendgent No. 7 cffered by Senmators Carroll, Bloos, Smith
and Donahue...Senator Carroll, Semith...Elccx, Sgith and
Donahue.

PBRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR ERUCE)

No, Senator, it®s the larger of the...all right. Senator
Bloom, for shat purpcse do you arise?

SENATOR ELOOHN:

Yeah, either me or Mr. Carroll...Sepater Carroll. We <can
perhaps speed it op. W®e would seek tc withdraw the amendment
that we bave filed...the 1large agendeent we have filed.
Senator D'Arco's arendment...l am now informed Senator D*Arco
is not here today. At some pcint we ought tqo deal with that.
PBRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATQR EBUCE)

Senator, the...the matter before is...is your amendment
which is the one-page amendment. Senator L[eAngelis, for .&hat
purpose are you seeking recogmition?

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Mr. President, it's been called to ny attention that the
roll call was not anncunced on 1897. 1If that sc be, I would
like to have it put cn comsideration postgcned.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR BEUOCE)

No, in fact, the 1roll call was anncunced 29 to 20 the
bill having failed to receive the required amajority was
declared lost by the Chair but whatever. A1l right, Senator
Carroll to explain Amendment No. 7. Senator Carrocll.

SENATOE CABBGLL:
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Thank you, Mr. Fresident and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Let me first try and eliminate scme cgnfusicn that
may be in the Chamber. He had earlier had fassed out by the
Pages a long version of a...an agendoment s€ haé integded to
propose and have now withdrawn. That asendaent, just to
explain, would have delayed tbe effect c¢f amy cap for tuo
years. Based on cospents of meabers om the Flcor that they
thought that maybe if we held off for a couple of years but
had the cap setting out there, that that made more sense.
Unfortunately, wben we did a head count ¢f the comments
versus the votes, we weren't quite s¢ sure that even that
would have been adopted, though it did that which wmany
commented on. So rather than put everybody thrcugh that exer-
cise again, we have withdrawn that and in lieu thereof have
suggested this azendment which I believe meets the...at least
does not have the disapproval of most of the players who
opposed the cap. 1 cannot say all because 1 Lkave nct spcken
to all, but I have spoken to the medical scciety and proprie-
tary hospitals and they have no ogppositicm to this. This
would provide for a filing with the Auditcr General of a
financial statement cf any hospital whc receives wmore than
ten percent of its total gross revenue from the State of
Illinois and whO...the Auditor Gemeral will then review those
financial statements to determine if those payments are in
accordance with the terms and conditiops applicakble to the
way in which they received the monmey. If the Auditor Gemeral
finds they are not, he will conduct a full audit and then
they...that hospital, should they nect be in conmpliance with
the terms and conditions in which the mopmey sas sent to them,
they would be ineligible from further receiving State funds.
There is a provision in bhere that allows then a hearing
thereon and that the period may in fact be extended. The pur-
pose of this is to say that if, in fact, ycu are spending our

money correctly, finme, bu*t if you are not, %€ should know
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about it and we should stofp doing busivess sith you. 1This
would be a financial audit conducted by our auditcr, the
Auditor General of the State, and it®s at least an attenpt to
say we are mpaking sure r[paypments are being nade and sgent
wisely and thereby, hopefully, dcing scmething to contain
costs. 1 would ask fcr a favorable roll call or voice vote
whichever is necessary.

PRESIDING OFFICEE: {SENATOR BRUCE)

Is there discussion? Senator...Il have Sepatcrs Geo-
Karis, Fawell, Maitland and Fock. Senator Geo-Karise
SENATOR GEG-KARBIS:

8ill the spoasor yield for a question?

PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR ERUCE)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Geo-Raris.
SENATOR GEO-KAEIS:

Is the amendment to which you refer, because I see there
are two of them that you bave circulated, a cng-page amend-
ment?

PEESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOB EERUCE)

Senator Carrclla.

SENATOB CABEOLL:

Yes.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR EEUCE)

Senator Geo-Karis. Okay. Sepnator EFascll.
SENATOE FARELL:

Are the caps still off?
PHEESIDING OFFICER: (SENATGB EBUCE)

Senator Carroll.

SENATCB CARROLL:

Yesa
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR BEUCE)

Senator Fawell. Further discussion? Sepator Maitland.
SENATOR MAITLAND:

Well, thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen
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of the Sepate. I...this...this amendeegt seess to go along
with the total scheme of things with...with Senate Bill 49S.
#e hade..we had the amended versiop sprung co us yesterday
and were asked to vote on it, and I...l"ve discussed
withe..with the =spgonsor of the bill...at least the spoasor
fronm this side of the aisle, a couple ¢f tises tgday, a
nunber of things and...and this one wasn?®t even discussed
with...with us; and I...Senator Carrcll, ycu =<=aid jou had
talked with...with the opponents, I think, yesterday or tbhe
people who had scme concerns and I...l wasn®t aware of it
ande...and the amendsent may well in fact ke all right, but
again, I don't know why we have to do thipgs om such short
notice. %#hy we can®t wve bave a little advanced notice of
these things?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATQR EBUCE)

Senator Carroll.
SENATOB CABEOLL:

It's the last day to attempt to move the bill out of the
Senate. Senator Bloom and I at least felt that the versiocn it
was in last night did nothing to contain cost. We we€re asked
to try and work with certain gprovider grougs ¢¢ see if we
could come up with sowmething that would still be in effect a
containment in order to move the prccess along. This is what
ve came uf with that we think can get votes tc gass.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR BEBUCE)

Senator Maitland, bad you concluded? Sepator Egane.
Senator Egan, did you wish...all right, Senatcr EBlcom.
SENATOR ELQQCA:

Yeah, very briefly. Part of oor discussion, Senator
Maitland, this morning was to see what sentizept there was
to...pOStpone any capping on charges fcr two years and ue
felt there wasn't that...we learned that sentiment was not
there. This is relatively innocucus and the...as I say, at

least the...the med. society and...and sone of the hgspitals
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have no real objection to that. I know that raybe Senator
Davidson has an amendsent that covers the other part of what
we talked about, but 1 see po reascn why we can't adopt this
and then address Senator Davidson®'s amendsent.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR EBUCE)

Purther discussion? Senator Eock.
SENATOR EGCR:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President. B gquestion cf the spopsor
if he'll yield.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BBUCE)

Indicates he®ll yield. Senator Eocka.
SENATOR BOCK:

Senator <Carroll, the way I read this that it says, %In
addition...in additiom any hospital 1located in the State
receiving fpaysents or grants from the State that exceed ten
percent of total gross revenue.” I assum€ you mean ten per-
cent of the hospital®s total gross revenue, nct the State®s
gIOSS LEeVeNuE€.

PBEESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BHUCE)

Senator Carroll.

SEBATOE CAEECLL:

In some cases, I'm not sure it's not the same...dollar
amount; but, yes, it means the hospital's gross revegue and
it applies to that section, Senator Eock.

PBRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR EEUCE)

Senator Bock.

SENATOBR EQCK:

Then oy next gquestion then, as things currently exist,
how many hospitals would fall under this prowvision? &ow many
have revenue from the State exceeding ten percent of their
total gross revenue?

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCGR EEUCE)

Senator Carrcll.

SENATOR CAEEOLL:
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Senator BRock, I can't give you an exact nusker Lut it is
the vast majority of then. This would eliminate those
smaller ones who do not do apy significant business with the
State at all but it would cover the vast majority of thes.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEFATICR EEBUCE)

Senator Bock.

SENATOR EOCK:

So what we are saying, in effect, is that the vast major~-
ity of the hospitals in our State are noOw...shall file with
the Auvditor Gemeral, in tbe &ranner prescrited by bhim, an
auydited financial statewent. The hospital whcse board I sit
upon has, in fact, ap audited financial <statesent available
but I don't kncw if that’s the one that the 2uditor General
is going to prescribé. I...I just wonder if we're...¥Wonder
why...why wuwe are doing this. There cught tc be scse other
way to approach this, it seems ¢to me, thab...than mandate
every hospital in the State to submit to the Auditor Gebneral
an audited financial report. The Auditor Gemeral is gcing to
need a...an army of young interns, I suppcse, to read all
these things.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR EERUCE)

Senator Carroll.

SENATOR CABEOLL:

I don't know if that was rhetorical or a guesticn, but
it*s @ay understanding thkat the Auditor Gemeral feels he can
handle the workload. The idea of the audited financial is
to, in effect, sake it easier for them because, as you point
out, even the one that you are associated &ith, they bhave
audited financials. The purpose is to allcs the State to
knov whether or not the money the State is sending is Leing
used according to the purposes tc which the State bhas sent
the money there.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR EEUCE)

Senator Carroll...or Eock.
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SENATCR EOCK:

Kell, on...on that tasis thenm, I'c sorry, 1I'm gging to
have to oppose this. It just seems to se that this is...this
iS @eesife..if the State of Illinois cr the Departument of
Public Aid wants an audited financial statenent from Lorettoc
Hospital, all they have to do is sepnd them a letter and ask
for it, but to impose this and say that if ycu get more than
ten percent of your revenue from the State cf Illincis, for
goodness sake, we could mandate that kind of statement, I
suppose, from every municipality and county. It just seems
to me this is pnot in our best interest.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SEFATCR ERUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Schunemaz.
SENATOR SCHUBEMAN:

#ell, on that same point, the bill...the furpose of the
bill is to help control hospital costs and I’m concerned
about small hospitals. I...I don®t kgow hcw sany of thea, if
all of them, have audited fimancial statements. I presume
most of them do have, but I wonder if they're in the fora
prescribed by the Auditor General, so 1 raise the sase. Do
you know, Senator Carroll, whether or nct, cr either of the
sponsors, all of the bhospitals inm Illibcis have audited
financial statements nou?

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR EBUCE)

Senator Carrcll.

SENATOB CAEEQLL:

Senator Schupeman, it is my understanding...the apswer to
my knowledge is, yes. They also have tg because of Federal
compliance as well. Those who are getting...ckay, Medicare
are required to have audited fipancials, aand again, all
ve're...that?s why we've elininated the small cnes who really
don't probably have either.

PRBESIDING OFFICES: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Netsch.
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SENATOBR NETSCH:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident. I...I guess I%m» reaching a
point where I no 1longer understand this incredible sensi-
tivity about perhaps hurting the feelings of the hospitals in
this State the slightest little bit. 1ike many cther aembers
here, I have perhaps fifteen or twenty of the outstanding
hospitals in the State of Illincis in sy district and I...am
delighted tc have them there. I have encurmous resgect for
thean, but I...1 also have a 1lot ¢of 1respect for oy
constitutents and for everyone else who's gct to .pay the
costs of health care in this country. §e have diddled and
davdled and fussed around for years and we bhave not even
begun to come to grips with the fact that .ost
people...including those of use who pay the insurance pre-
miums can no longer afford health care in this country. §We
have got to start somewhere to do something. 1 happen to
think that the idea cf caps sas worth a try yesterday. Ckvi-
ously, the majority of the Senate is npot guite ready for
that yet, but if we don*t at least know what these costs are
going fcr and have some chance to begin to understapd thes,
we haven®t even got a basis from which tc =start. I would
remind =some Bembers here that for those of us who g¢ back a
ways that the first step in nursing home refcrm in the State
of Illincis General Assembly were Lkills that were passed back
in probably *74, I would guess, 1974, that at least required
some audited financial information. That was the first thing
we had to bave io hand in order to btegin to understand the
nursing home industry which wvas a majcr growing factor at
that time. #e have got to have the sase kind of information
if we're ever going to at least begin to pretend that we're
going to meet the guestion of hospital costs, and I...I Just
do not understand why this is such a sensitive issue. It is
almost nothing compared to what we cught to ke doing to con-

trol hospital care costs.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEBATOE DENUZIQ)

All right. Further...further discussion? Senator Egan.
SENATOR EGAN:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President and mesmbers cf the Senate.
Jeeel sSe€€es..really, I don't see any objecticn at all to this
concept, Senator Bloom and Senator Carrgll, that witheoe.with
some sophisticatior im your contrcl, I think it*d te finpe.
The problep that I see and I...lI wsant tc support this,
because 1 think the concept is gcod and if it helps contain
costs, then it's msoving in the right direction as dces the
rest of the bill, but to give the Auditcr Ceperal the poser
to stop payment just because be wants to or doesn®'t like your
financial report, I think goes a little toc far. So, if ycu
can clean that up later,...I can support ite.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATCB LCENUZIC)

All right. Further discussion? Senatcr Carroll.
SENATOB CAEECLL:

Thank you. l..ois that to close, ¥r. EFresident or to
answer, e€ither way? Either Way...oh, all right. Let me just
say that if you'll read the rest, Sepator Egar, any =substan-
tial noncomgpliance will <require them to file within sizty
days a plan to bring the hospital intc ccomgliance, that
allows them the ability to come in and shos hcw they will, in
fact, comply, and they have to cogply within a hundred amd
eighty days, both of those times may be waived ar extended by
the State where the necessity arises, and I don®t see what's
wrong with letting us know how we®re spending eight hundred
@illion dcllars.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LEMUZIG)

A1l right, further discussion? Senator Egan.
SENATOR EGAXN:

Yes, well, I...I agree and I...I just guestion when you
state here that the State may extend or uwaive, who is that?

That...tbat®s mny...the purpose of ay c¢kjection to the



Fage 112 - MAaY 25, 1984

sophistication in your amendment is c¢nly that it really
doesn*t say anything and...when ycu®re talking abgcut the
State, who? the Auditor General? the Attcrney Generaili?
somebodye...Department of Health? scmekody bhas to bave that
authority and that responsibility, and I'"m just suggesting
that you clean this up later and 1 can sugport it. If...if
you'll do that, I...I can support it.

PRESIDING OFFICEE: (SENATOB DENUZIC)

All right, further discussion? Sepnator Elcqs.

SENATOR ELCGH:

Let*s do it. No, I...I think Sepator Carroll sants to
close. I would add that there are twentj...they’re called
2552s, these fcrms. So, it%s...it's pct untoward. Thank
you.

PEESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LENUZIC)

A1l right, Senmator Carroll may close.
SENATOE CABEOLL:

Ask for a favorable roll call.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SEBEATCR DENUZIC)

Well, Senator Carroll has moved the adcptico of Amendament
No. 7 to Senate Bill 495. Those in favor signify by saying
Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ayes bave it. The amendment is...all
right, there's been requested a roll call. Al1 right, Sena-
tor Carroll has moved the adoption of Arendment No. 7 to
Senate Bill 495. Those in favor will...will vcte Aye. Those
opposed will vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all vcted whbo wish?
Take the record. Cn that question, the Ayes are 29, the Nays
are 22, 1 voting Present. Asendaent No. 7 to Sepate Eill 495
is...having received the required vcte is adcpted. Agy fur—
ther amendaents?

SECBRETAEY:
Arendment No. 8 offered by Semator L'AICO.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LDEMUZIO)
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Senator D*Arco. {Machine cutoff)...Carroll, Senator
D*Arco bhas filed an amendsent to...Axendzent No. 8 to
your..-.Senator Carroll.

SENATOR CAEBCLL:

He did ask me to handle it for hime I will explainp it
and offer it, with leave of the Senate.
PRBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIG)

A1l right, is there leave for Sepator Carrcll to hagdle
Senator D'Arco's amsendment? Sepator Keats.

SENATOR REATS:

Is he in town?

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIC)

Senator Carroll.

SENATOR CABEQLL:

No. He called and asked if I wcould handle it...he called
me this smorming.

PRESIDING OFFICEE: (SENATOR DEMUZIC)

Senator Keats.

SENATOR KEATS:

The Senate is ip Session. If bhe feels strgngly about an
amendment, he could show up fcr Session.
PRESIDING OFFICEER: (SENATOR DEMUZIC)

Senator Carroll.

SENATOB CABFOLL:

A1l I can say is, he told me bhe was ill. I told bin to
stay out ocf the hospital till we pass this, and said that 1
would handle it.

PBESIDING GFFICER: {SENATOR LCEMUZIC)

A1l right, the questiomn is, shall the Semate have lecave
of the Body to have Senmator Carrcll handle Senator L['Arco's
agendment. 1Is leave granted? Leave 1is granted. Senatér
Carrolla
SENATOE CARECGLL:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident and lLadies and Gentlemen of the
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Senate. Apendment No. € is...deals with the area within the
Department of Public Aid of HMO's, Health Maintenmance QOrga-
nizations. There appears nov to be a limit c¢f how @many can
be signed up ipn any given month. This would, ipr fact, e€lisi-
pate that liasit so that more could sign ug into the HMO®s.
The department bas found that the usage of the BCM's has Leen
cost effective and Senator DTArco's approcach to therefore
allow the people to get in there...intc the HCM's .more
quickly so that, in fact, our cost cabn go dowine. That is the
content of Arendment No. 8, and on behalf cf Sepator D*Arcoa,
I move its adoption.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SEBATOE DENMUZIC)

Senator Carroll soves the adoption of Amendment Ko. € to
Senate Bill 495. Is there any discussiop? 1f not, those
signify by saying Aye. Opposed Hay. The Ayes have it.
Hearing no requests for a roll call, the anendrent is
adopted. Further asendments?

SECEETABRY:

No further asendsents.

PRESIDIBG OFFICER: (SENATOB DEMUZIO)

3rd readinge Senate Bill 667, Sepnator Egan. Senator
Davidson, for what purpose do ycu arise?

SENATOE DAVIDSCHN:

There should have been another amendeent up there on
file. If not, I got extra cofies.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

Well, Senator, th€ea.a
SENATOR DAVIDSON:

-esbeen distributed.

PEESIDING OFFICER: (SEEATOR DENMUZIOC)

«e«-the Secretary indicates there is no amendment ¢n file.
All right, the...Senator Carroll, the...Semator Carrcll, we
have moved Semate Bill 495 to 3rd reading. Semator Carrolla

SENATGR CABRCLL:
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Yes, ¥e had told Doc Davidson yesterday...Senator
Davidson yesterday that we would give his a chance tc¢ offer
his amendment, so with leave of the Sepate, I would ask that
the bill be brought back to 2Znd reading.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUGZIC)

Well, first of all, with leave cf the Sepate, we'll take
667 out of the record. Is leave granted? leave is granted.
Hith leave of the Senate, we'll return to Senate Bill 495.
Senator Carroll seeks leave of the Eody tc return Senate Eill
495 back to the Order of 2nd EBeading for the purpose of an
amendment. Is leave granted? leave is granted. Cn the
Order of 2nd Eeading, 495, Mr. Secretary.

SECEETARY:

Apepdment No. S5 offered by Senator Cavidsch.
PEESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIC)

Senator Cavidson.

SENATCR DAVIDSON:

Mr. President apd members of the Sepate, this amendment
is a very simple thing to try to put some cap s¢ you*ll gquit
getting banged by all the people saying, how cose they keep
building when there®s...nev buildings when there®s empty beds
setting around? I met with the hospital fecgle yesterday
afternoona This amendment is very tightly drawno swhere it
vould apply to a hundred willion dcllar cap for the npext
three years, a hundred million per year. 1t has bricks and
nortars only, and the reason why it®s draun very narrcwly was
the way the first bill came out it included nursing homes and
State hospitals and et cetera which 1 didp*t think Lelogged
there and also hospital egquipment. They asked the gquestion,
if we would want tc remodel tc change the use cf beds, 1like
maternity areas gone down to make it zore useful for ancther
care. I said, fine. This is a hundred milliom cap that bhas
to do with bricks and mortar only. It applies only to those

hospitalSee.eit...it excludes by lanquage State hospitals, yet



Eage 116 — MAY 25, 1984

it also e€xcludes any emergency or 1life =afety whick wculd
call for any kind of new construction. 1f you look at their
record, their amount of cost or asmocunt they expended on
bricks and mortar in the last five years, frcm '79 through
‘84, has gone down from almost four hundred million dosn to
this...in the year '84, they bave spent a zillion and twenty-
four and they estimate it might be a hundred and fifty. This
seemed 1like a reasomable approach to try to put some kind of
a cap so people can say, how come they keep building more new
bricks and mortar when there's empty bLeds here, there and
yonder, and I would appreciate a favorable vcte.

PRESIDING OFFICEE: (SENATOBR L[ENUZIC)

All right, Senator Davidson bas moved the adogtion of
Asendpent No. 9. Is there any discussion? Senator Egan.
SENATOR EGAN:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate.
Senator Davidsop, I...I don®t know what hospital pecple you
were talking to but they®*re not the same 1I%ve bLeen talking
to. They...they are pot in favor of this. I...1 didn®t think
you did, but you wmight of implied it and 1 just wanted to
clear the air. This is the same thing that we were dcing all
day yesterday. So, I...I wish you'd oppose it.

PBESIDING OFFICEE: (SENATOR DENUZIC)

Further...further discussion? Senator Blccaa
SENATOR ELCCH:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident and fellow Senatorse. well,
leeeI®ll clear the air a 1little further fcr you, Senator
Egan. Senator Davidson is offering what aprears to be a
reasonable compromise that +tightening the front end of the
capital system, the certificate of need Frocess, the
mother-may-I conmission, whatever you want tc call it at the
front end; and yesterday, after we sent cff tbe Flocr, one
lobbyist frouw the Hospital Association =said, that®s

unobjectionakble because I don't think we're going tc ke
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reaching a hundred million of new ccnstructico. This morming
the same lcbbyist said they have consulted with on bhigh, and
on high says, philosophically, we oppose this. So, that®s how
we got to where we got. Fart of the discussicns this mocro-
ing, including Sepnator Maitlanmd, were...is Sepator Davidson‘s
approach to a kind of a reasonable ccaprosise ketween sonme of
the so-called extremes, and it.appeared that some cf those
that were against cagpital caps felt that it sas a reasonakle
compromise, and I see nho reason why every membter of this Eody
could not support this, notwithstanding the change of heart
of representatives of the Illinocis Bcspital Bssgciaticn.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR LEMUZIG)

All right, further discussion? Senator Ledpgelis.
SENATOE LeANGELIS:

Yes, thank yGCU.a.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIG)

~..pardon use, Senator DeAngelis. Senator Fgam, .you had
not concluded? Senator Egan.
SENATOR EGAN:

Well, 1 just...in answer, if I wmay, ¥r. Eresident and
members, this is the first time I've seen this asendaent. 1
don*t have time to read it. I don't...l dcn?t kbnow what to
do with the amendment to be factual and to be frank.
You...you come here at twenty-five sinutes after one on 3rd
reading, remove tack to 2nd reading with an asendment that we
don't have time to read. l...I may or may not disagree with
you, Senator Bloom, bkut you cam't do that to your...jyour
colleagues and ask thes to intelligently delikerate on the
subject. No, T...I don*t think you®ve cleared the air at all.
PRESIDING CFFICEB: (SENATCE LCEMUZIC)

a1l right, further discussion? Senator LeAngelis.
SENATOR DeABGELIS:

Yeah. Thank you, ¥r. President. I rise in opposition to

this amendment. It*s...X hear things likes, well, this is a



Page 118 - MAY 2%, 1984

very reasorable number. Well, you kpow, if it®s reasonable,
it*s not really a cap, you know. What we want to put a cap on
is to make sure that it's a squeeze on rather than doing the
things that everybody wamts to do, but the thimg that dis-
turbs me the most about it is that we are askipng the spedical
and the hospital groups to, in fact, reduce their costs. The
manner in which it's done is to radically change the manner
in which nedicine and hospital care is adsinistered. There's
been a tremendous swing in that manner going tc free-standing
surgery care centers, emergency free-stapding centers and so
forth, and you know, it's almost like asking the automobile
industry to turn arocand and build a car cheaply but don't
modify the production line. The fact is if cagital ccmstruc-
tion will reduce medical costs, it ought to be, in fact,
done. If it's only qoing to increase the nualter of keds that
are already vacant, then the problem isn*t with the cap, the
problem is sith the group that?s doing the wcrk; and if
that®s the case, go after the mother-may-I*s, Lut don®t do it
this waye.
PBESIDING OFFICERB: {SENATOR DEMUZIC)

Further discussion? Senator Lavidson say clcse.
SENATOR LAVIDSCN:

Two or three answers. Senator Egan, that amenduent has
been laying on your desk since before eleven-tkirty, %cause 1
put it out early sc people would have an cppcrtunity to read
it. Secomdly, I didn*t say the Hosgital Association sufpported
it, that wsas not in ay intecntion and 1 did not say that. I
said I met with them yesterday evening to find qut what their
objections were. I drew it as tight as I could. They didn®*t
vant equipment, they didn't want rercdeling and all the other
things in. Last night there vwas some indicaticn they smight ke
able to live with it, but after they got the amendsent on
which removed the cap...this morning, they don't sant aay

kind of a cap, and maybe if I had beep where they wuere and
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won yesterday, I'd say the sape tbing. B reasonable reduc-
tion on capital expenditure seems tc be in crder. They bhave
spent one...a hundred and twenty-four million or okligated
that they kpow. They may go toc a hundred and fifty, but they
know they're going to do a hundred and twenty-four million, a
reduction of twenty-five percent is reasonable, it*s livatle,
it's a good anmendment, it's an opportunity...it’s a gcod
opportunity for all of you to give sose encouragement to the
people or the sepior citizens, the employers whose bill on
employees®' insurance keeps goimg up, you individuals who pay
your own insurance and all the other pecple who are saying,
do sonmething. This is your cpportunity tc do <something. 1
appreciate a favoratle vote.

PEESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR ERUCE)

The gquestion is on the adopticn of Arendment No. 9 to
Senate Bill 495. Those in favor vote Aye. Those opposed vote
Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted whc sish? Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the recocrd.
Oon that questicn, the Ayes are 24, the Nays are 26. Amend-
ment No. 9 is lost. Further amendments?

SECEETARY:

No further asendnments.
PEESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR EBUCE)

3rd reading. The next bill that cao be called is Senate
Bill 720, Senator Hall is recognized...re€ad the bill, HMr.
Secretary, please.

SECRETAEBY:
Senate Eill 720.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the Lkill.
PBESIDIKG OFFICER: (SENATCR EERUCE)
Senator Halla.
SENATGR HALL:

Thank you, Mr. Fresident and ladies and Gentlemen of the
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Senat€...Senate Bill 720 amends the Act relating to state's
attorneys® salaries. As you know that they're ccunty and they
cannot be put into the commission bill. Sc¢, therefore, that 1
a® going to pursue this bill, and in it alsc is the sher-
iffse..set the =salary of the sheriffs tc two-thirds of the
salary of the respective state's attcrneys; and with that,
currently cnly state's attorneys in cocunties under thirty
thousand can have private law practices, and SB720 allows
such state's attorneys to continue their gractice if the
county crosses the thkirty thousand threshold. It alilicus
state?s attorneys in counties of ten thgusand tg twenty thou-
sand, even up until Cook County and tbe cthers arcund the
counties. So, I would ask your wmost favorakle support for
Senate Eill 720.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOE EBUCE)

Is there discussion? Discussion? Senatcr Ccffey.
SENATOR CCFFEY:

Cuesticn of the sponsor.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR EBEUCE)

Indicates he will yield. Senatcr Coffey.
SENATOR COFFEXY:

®#ho will be obligated to pay this increase? §ill this
come fros the...from the county board, and if so, with us
mandating this salary are we going to, under recent legis-
lation, have to pay for this?
PRESIDING CFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Senator Halla
SENATOR EALL:

I'11 refer to my cosponsor, Sepator Sangmeistera
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR EEUCE)

The guestion, Senator Sangmeister, is whc*s paying for
the increase, county or State? Senator £all.
SENATGR BALL:

esestwo-thirds of the annual compensaticn of the state's
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attorneys is paid by the State Treasury to the counties; one-

third is paid by the counties.

PBESIDING OFEICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Senator Coffey.
SENATOR COFFEY:
How about the sheriff?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Senator Hall.
SENATOR EALL:
The state'sS...the sheriffs are all county.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR EBRUCE)

Senator Coffey.
SENATOR CCFFEY:

The Mandate®s Act that we Noteaeis not

affected?

PBRESIDING OFFICEB: (SENATOR BRUCE)

Senator Hall.
SENATOR EALL:

My understanding is that we're obligated by law to set

their salary, so I'er pot SUr€...

PBESIDING OFFICERz (SENATOR ERUCE)

Senator Coffey.
SENATOR COFFEY:

Rell, you kbnow, again, I think, you know, we®re akout to

if...if you wvanted to raise...there bas always teen a minieunm

and a paxinun salary that we've allowed counties tc make a

decision...that county board to make that decision and it

looks to me like under the Mandate's Act we®re about to say

that the county board has no choice but tc increase the

sheriff at two-thirds of whatever the state®s attorney makes;

and

the counties are having
by passing this legislation,
lem for theme. I think that's

Illinois under the Mandate's

financial struggles now, uWe are,
creating ancther fipamcial prok-
the State

not fair, and if of

Act wants toc pay for it, then ue
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ought to put appropriation in and pay for it.
PRESIDING QFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Senator lLechowicza
SENATOR IECECNICZ2:

Thank you, Mr. President. ¥ill the sgcnsor yield to a
question? And maybe the question has already teen asked, 1
was called to the phone. #hat'*s the fiscal impact on this
bill tc the county government?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SERATOR EBRUCE)

Senatcr Halle
SENATGR HALL:

I'm going to defer, again, to Senator Sangseister.
PHESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOBR EEBUCE)

S€ENaAtOlena
SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Hel;, the...suddenly all the...the authority on it. ibe
answer to that is, I did pot see a fiscal ncte filed on 2nd
reading, so I...lI guess there®s beel...we really don’t Kknow.
It's not in my amalysis of the total impact, Sepator.
PEESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR ERUCE)

Senator Buzbee, for what purpose do ycu arise?

SENATOER EUZEBEE:

#ell, on...on that point, since it was my amendment that
included the sheriffs in. In the case of Cock Coubnty, the
state's attormey®s salary would go fros fifty thousand five
hundred dollars a year to sixty—-five thousand dcllars a year.
Under present law, two-thirds of the state®s attorney's
salary is reinkursed by the State. Sc, cne~third of that
increase fros fifty thousand up to sixty-five. 1In octher
words, iDee.il...in other words, five thcusand dollars more
vould...come from the Cook County Treasury for the sheriff’s
salary...pardon me, for the state’s attcrpey?s salary. Inm
the case of the sheriff*s salary, it®s @&y understanding at

the present time, the Cook County Sheriff is faid twenty-five
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thousand dollars a year. ©Well, that®s what the Statute says.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCR ERUCE)
Senator lLechcwicz:
SENATOBR EUZEEE:
sewit®s mhat the Statute sayse.
SENATOR LECEQWICZ:

¥ell, I dom't know what Statute you're lcooking at, hut I
guarantee you that, Dick Elrod makes ad...a Jlot more than
tventy-five thousand. 1In fact, he makes pcre than the county
state?s attorney. 1 think it%s clcser to sixty; fifty-eight
to be exact.

PEESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCB EFRUCE)

Well, Senator Buzbee, you interceded in a gquestion that
was putee.¥ell...all right, Sepator Buzbee, wculd you answer
the question. The gQuestion wase..

SENATCR EUZEEE:

I'm justees
PBESIDING OFFICEE: {SENATCR EBUCE)

«eseWhat is the total cost of this Statewide? Senator

Euzbee.

END CF EHEEIL
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BEEL 44
SENATCB EUZEEE:

I amr telling you, Senator Lechowicz, what the Statute
says. I don®t know shat the Sheriff of Ccok County wmakes,
but the Statute says that his salary shall be twenty-five
thousand dollars a year. Now, he gmay bave <come additicnal
emoluments but the Statute says his that salary is twenty-
five thousand docllars a year; and he would gc according to
this, he would be paid fifty thousand dollars amoually, agd I
misspoke earlier his...the State's Attormey's salary would go
to seventy-five and the Sheriff®s salary wculd go to fifty in
Cook County.

PHESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR EEUCE)

Senator Buppe.

SENATOR EUFE:

Thank 7you, Mr. President. Could I ask Sepator FEuzbee a
questioni
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOQOR EEUCE)

ceeW€Elleaa
SENATOR EUFE:

@hat would it cost Statewide? I thipnk thkat's whbat the
question was. ®hat is the cost Gf this...

PBESIDING OFFICEBR: (SENATOR EEUCE)

#ait a pinute...hold on, hold on. Semator Lechowicz, you
had not concluded? Senator...lLechowicza
SENATOR LECHORICZ:

First of all, 1 believe that the Statute says it's no
less than twenty-five thousand and there isp®t a @paxisun
lipit in reference toc the Sheriff of Ccok County. The Sheriff
of Cook County presently receives a salary of fifty-eight
thousand, and I believe that the State®s Attorney c¢f Cook
County is at fifty thousand. Now,...they're both the saame,
I've been corrected. My question was, wkat is the tctal

fiscal impact Statewide on this bill? I did nct ask for Cook
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County alone, I asked for the entire State. 1 think it bhas
been raised three times bpow, 1*d like to have an answera.
Maybe nobody wants to admit the fiscal ismpact ¢f this bill
Statewide, I don't kncwe
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR BERUCE)

Senator Hall.
SENATOR EALL:

sell, 1 don't have that apsver right now,
thates.it®s...to be ezact, I don't really bave it. A1l I have
is what is the current...and you're asking what this is
Statewide...I just don*t have that ansser tc be honest sith
you, Senator.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR EEBUOCE)

Alright. Further discussion? Senatcr Grotkerga.
SENATOR GHOTBERG:

---thank you, Mr. President, if I may ask Senator
Sangmeister, you seem to be the hit man op this, if you would
yield. I'n 1locking at the state's attorney's amendment and
I'a kind of for the bill, but I wapt tc make stre abou:t scme-
thing; for instance,...do you have the bill in front of jou,
Sepator? On line 15, gfage 1, you have strickem out the exist-
ing salary and put in thirty-one five, for instance on the
small counties, until the 1st day of L[ecesker *84. Now, daes
that...does that mean that the first thing they get is a pay
raise for the rest of *84, until Lecember, apd then they get
sworn in at yet at another level? I kn¢w they get sworn in
then...they still capnot have an increase during their ters
of office can they? But, why ycu've...I can't...Ii'm just
trying to understand why you changed the Lase rate€...
PRESIDING QOFFICER: (SENATOR EEUCE)

May we bave some order please.

SENATCHR GBOTBERG:
eseit?Ses.it?s an overdone amendment, I think, and it

goes on through all the different size counties, where you've
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struck the existing...the existiog amcunt for the current
year upped it and then moved on. If ycu're gcing to explain
it, I would appreciate it.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATGR EEUCE)

Senator Sangmeister.
SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Yeah, I was a former state's attormey, I guess that®s why
I'm getting wDpailed w~ith all this. I%s 1lcoking at the
bill...if I wunderstand your question correctly, the old
amount bas been stricken and the pevw amounmt has keen put in.
What's the confusion over that?

PEESIDING OFFICER: (SEBATGR EBUCE)

Sepator Grotkerg.

SENATOR GRCTIBEEG:

Well, YyOUeo.YOU.ce-YOUa.-it indicates a...a raise for the
current year and the nev raise; it's duplicative is all 1's
saying. It's difficult to understand...it?s prcbably meaning-
lesse I ask the guestion anyway.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCGR ERUCE)

Purther discussion? Senator Ecck.
SENATCR BOCK:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. 1 rise in sugport of Senate Bill 720 as amended and
would like the Body to reflect upon the fact that the state's
attorneys in the hundred and two counties are standing for
election c¢r reelection this November and they will have a
four—-year ters. If we are to afford thes a fay raise, this
bill is it and 1 would ask you to vote accordimngly.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATGB EBUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Bigney.
SENATCR BEIGNEY:

The only tbking I vould comment on, ¥r. Fresidenmt, is I
note that im a lot cf your downstate coupties are in that

range of thirty thousand pecople up tc a hundred thousand
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people, they are currently at a minioum of fifteen thousand
on their sheriffs. That fifteen thousagngd will be raised to
forty-tuc thousand nine hundred as a mininum salarye. 1 think
that's gqoing &¢c be a little hard tc explain tc cur county
boards.

PRESIDING OFFICEB: (SENATOR EERUCE)

Purther discussion? Senatcr Earkhausena
SENATOR EARKEAUSEN:

Hr. President and meabers, I would just sake the copment
insofar as the state®s attorneys' salaries are ccncerned thkat
I think that they deserve some raise amd I think it
should...has...as Senator Bock pointed out, has to ccee this
Session. I think it might make some sepnse at least in
the...in the counties where state's attorneys are prchibited
from practicing to gear their salary levels tc the level of
associate judges. I think if you look at «career GEpatterms
throughout the State, you will see that most gf the state's
attorneys are...are yocunger [professionals, they dog't sece
being a state's attorney as...their career, perhags, they
should but they don*t. Oftentimes they gc 9o to beccae
judges, they go on to make greater successes c¢f themselves in
private gractice. IDee-in som€...SCDE cases, such as the
distinguished Senator from ¥ill, they achieve full glcry and
become State Senators, but ip any case, 1 think se ought
tO0...t0o recognize where these people are c¢csing from and
where they®re going and we ocught tc recaegnize that in crder
to have the incentive to be state's attorpoeys, they don't
need, in ay opinion, sixty-five tbousand dcllars a yeara.
PBRESIDING OFFICEBR: (SENATCR DENUZIOQ)

Further discussicn? Senator Hall may clcse.

SENATOR EALL:

Thank you, Br. Eresident and Ladies and Gentlemen of the

Senate. I think that it®s been explained that these people

are goinmg to &Le in a four-year term. They camnot ke put in
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the coomission field because they are county, and for that, I
release it to your tender mercy asking for a favoratle «wote
for Semate Eill 720.

PRESIDIBG OFFICER: (SENATOR EEUCE)

Question is, shall Senate Eill 720 gass. Those in favor
vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Eave
all voted who wish? Bave all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Take the record. On that questicn, the Ayes are 29,
the Nays are 21, 1 voting Present. Senate Eill 720 bhaving
failed to receive the required ccostituticnal majority is
declared laost. Senate Bill 1217, Senator Bu2kee. Bead the
bill, M#r. Secretary, please.

SECBETAEY:
Senate Eill 1217.
{Secretary reads title of Ekill)
3rd reading of the Lill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BRUCE)
Senator Euzbee.
SENATOR EUZEEE:

Thank you, ¥r. Eresidemt. This changes the Election Code
vith respect to poll watchers. It provides that candidates?
poll watchers, and only candidates® poll watchers, in both
General and Primary Elections shall be TtTegistered to vote
from a residence within the district or political subdivision
in which the candidate is seeking office. It removes the cur-
rent law requiring that candidates® pgll watchers must ke
registered to vote from a residence in the «ccunty, grecinct
or ward ip which they are poll watching. 1t clarifies that
poll watchers are required to have credentials that are
issued by the election authority in the jurisdiction uwhere
the poll watcher is registered; and again, as 1 pointed out,
it affects only candidates® poll watchers, it means unow that
you can take a poll watcher from anywhere sithip your 1legis-

lative district and send them to anywhere else in your legis-
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lative district to be a poll watcher. I found to my borror
in the last Primary Electiom that the current law said that
the poll watcher had to come from within the county, and in
fact if you had a second poll watcher in the [frecinct, that
second poll watcher bad to come from within the precinct. 2as
a result, it makes it very tough =sonetimes to find...find
folks to be pollwatchers in some unfriendly territories. So,
this would straighteo that out. Then Senator Luft put an
amendment on which also said tbat ip those nunicipalities and
villages which have a pcpulation of five thcusand or less, in
their city Primary Elections that they can have am electicn
if they so choose. Under current law they are required to
have a caucus, I believe, and this would simply give those
small cities and villages the cpportupity toc have a Frimary
Election if they chcose to instead of a caucus. And I would
submit that's it good legislation; I would ask for your sup-
pert.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCB EEUCE)

Is there discussion? Discussion? 1The question is, shall
Senate Bill...whoop. Senator Fawell.
SENATOR FAWELL:

Thank ycu, Mr. President. W®ill the =speaker yield for
question?
PRESIDING OFFICEBR: (SENATGR ERUCE)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Fawell.
SENATOHR FAMELL:

Thiseeo.this still allows DuFage people tc come into Cook
or Cook people to come into DuFage on electico day?
PEESIDING OFFICEB: (SENATCOR EEUCE)

Senator EBuzbee.
SENATOR EUZEEE:

If the legislative district 1lime «crosses those county
lines, the answer is, yes. If...if it dces pot cross those

county lines, then the answer is, nc. This would not allos
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county organizational poll watchers toc gc frce onme county to
the other. It's cnly candidates® pcll watchers that cam gg¢
within their legislative district.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR EEUCE)

Further discussion? The question is, shall Senate Bill
1217 pass. Those ip favor vote Aye. Those cpgpcsed vote Nay.
The voting 1is open. Have all voted who sish? Kave all vcted
who wish? Take the record. On that questicn, tke Ayes are 46,
the Nays are 3, 1 voting Fresent. Semate Eill 1217 having
received the required constitutional majority is declared
passed. Senate Bill 1381, Senator Schaffer. I have...1478, on
page 6 of your Calendar is the next bill urder consideration.
Senator Philip, 1478, interest, counties...read the bill, #r.
Secretary, please.

SECEETAEBY:
Senate Eill 147€&.
(Secretary reads title of kill)
3rd reading of the kill.
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR BEUCE)
Senator Philip.
SENATOR PHBILIE:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. Senate Bill 1478 as amended is trying to answer a
problem that arises in DuFage County. As you're prob-
ably...avare, we had the Kooddale library district tbat filed
suit in court suggesting they were entitled tg the interest
made on wmopies that our county treaswrer bhad kept and
had...had wisely invested. It got into court amd the court
ruled that they were entitled to those ©mopies and sade it
retroactive for seven years. In my little ccunty of CuFage,
that's some eighteen million dollars we 1wculd bave to pay
backa. In Cook County it's like sixty-eight million dollars.
%hat this dces is says that ycu cannct...dake it retrcactive,

you have to pay them cn the interest for that ngney startimg
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as of November 18th, whem the court rendered that very focl-
ish decision. So, I'11l Lke happy to @ask...aDSS€r any gques—
tions. If not, I would certainly wculd ccocur that ycu ought
to vote Aye on this tbill.

PRESIDING OFFICEBR: {SENATCOR EBUCE)

Is there discuscsion? Discussion? Sepator Lechowicz.
SENATOR LECEGRICZ:

Very briefly, Mr. Eresident, it is a very inportanpt piece
of legislation to the county government. Easically what it
does ite..it...this makes illegal what they bave been doing
in the past as far as...investing wmoney and drawing the
interest and then putting that money into the corporate fund
of the county, but it alsc...it does also require that a
reasonable anpount of time that the money is then tragsferred
to the respective taxing bodies that the roney is entitled
to. All you're doing is letting the county gain the interest
and use that poney with...for...for corgcrate purpcses. 1
think this is an excellent piece of legislaticn, and stronpgly
encourage its passage€.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BBUCE)

Further discussion? Further discussion? The question is,
shall Sepnate Bill 1478 pass. Those in favor vote Aye. Oppgsed
vote Nay. The vbting is open. Have all voted who wish? Eave
all voted who wish? Take the record. On that guestion, the
Ayes are 50, the Nays are 1, none vcting Fresent. Senate Bill
1478 having received the required constituticnal majority is
declared passed. Yow we have twc pmore tills co the regular
Calendar. Senator DeAngelis, we did not call yocur 1924, is
that correct? Alright, and that would ke on page 12 of your
Calendar is Senate Bill 1924. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary,
Flease.

SECEETARY:
Senate Eill 1924,

{Secretary reads title of bill)
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3rd reading of the Lbill.
PHESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR EBUCE)

Senator LelAngelis.

SENATOB DeANGELIS:

Thank you, Bra President. Sepmate Fill 1924, as
emasculated makes a small technical change to keep alive a
bill that perbaps ve may need next fall im the Veto Session
to deal with the problem that I hope will @pever occur. I
urge support for Sepate Bill 1924,

PRESIDING OFFICEHR: (SENATCR BEUCE)

Discussion? Discussion? The questign is, shall Senate
Bill 1924 pass. Those in favor vote Aye. Those oppos€d vote
¥ay. The voting is open. Have all voted who wish? .Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted wh¢ wish? Take the reccrd. On
that question, the Ayes are 42, the Nays are none, 9§ voting
Present. Senate Bill 1924 having received the required cco-
stitutional wpajority is declared passed. Senate Bill 495 is
on page 4 of your Calendar. Is there 1leave tc go +to that
order of Lusipness? 1leave 1is granted. Read the bill, Mr.
Secretary, pleases
SECEETARY:

Senate Bill 495.

{Secretary reads title of Lill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PBESIDING OFFICEE: (SENATCR EBUCE)
Senator EBlcom is recognized.
SENATOBR BLGGHM:

¥Well, thank you, Mr. Fresident amd fellow Senators. I
guess Yyou saved the best for last. In its fors Hifhcut caps,
495 creates the Health Care Cost Contaibngent Ccancil that is
to consider health care delivery systen, reduce
COSte..SUQgest vways tc reduce cost shifting, lcck at our com-
nunity hosgitals and their nmission, the [re€ess...present

effectiveness of the State health planning process, to nmake
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interim reports to us. It provides for a procurement bgcard
for Medicaid contracting. 1The 1lisits are cut, it does say
that contracts aust have within thes utilization review, pro-
vides for certaip auditing functions; and kasically, there’s
no buzz saw a half an inch above the hospital®’s bhead, I think
we've gone back to kind of a pillow. 1 would see nc reason
why this Chamber could snot put fifty-pine votes on it. The
provider groups bave won, at least on the issue of capping,
and so be it, let's keep the process goinge.
PBESIDING OFFICER: {SENATCE EEFUCE)

Discussion? Senator Egan.
SENATOR EGAN:

Yes, thank you, Mr. Fresident, nembers c¢f the Senate.
Senator Bloom, I'm happy to tell you that in its present
form, I think there®s nct anyone in the Ecdy that can®t sup-
port it and I recommend it to everykody, vcte Aje.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR EEUCE)

Is there further discussion? Alright. The question is,
shall Senate Bill 495 pass. Those in favor vwote Aye. Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Bave all voted sho
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. Om that ques-
tion, the Ayes are 51, the Nays are 2, nome voting Fresent.
Senate Bill 495 having received the reguired constituticmal
majority is declared passed. We have...Sepatcr Lemuzio, for
what purpose do you arise?

SENATOR DENMUZIO:

Yes, thank you, very much, Mr. kresident. 1 have de...¥ith
leave of the Body, 1*d like to go to gostponed consideration
for the expressed interest of...of picking wup Senate Bill
1948.

PRESIDING OFFICEE: {(SENATGR ERUCE)

Alright. 1Is there leave to go to the Crder of Comsider-

ation Postponed for...19482 leave is granted, and I under—

stand, Senator DelAngelis, that you're 2lso c¢n 1660. Senator
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DeAngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Shall we run thes imn order?
PRESIDIEG OFFICEE: (SENATCGR EEUCE)

Well, I recognized Senator Demuzio first, if it*s all
right, we®ll just go with him. Senate Eill 1948, Mi. Secre-
tary. Oh, it has been read. Senator Lenmu2ic, ac explanation.
SENATOR LENMUZIG:

Thank you, very much, Mr. EFresident and ladies and
Gentlemen of the Senate. This is part of Attcrney General
Hartigan®'s package. It would provide for the forty millionm
dollars in the General Cbligation Bonds for the <cleanup of
hazardous uaste sites. We passed the funding mechanism Lkill
in Senator Welch's proposal yesterday. This bill faileda..I
think some individuals really didn*t wunderstand it, apd I
would ask for a faveorable roll call.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR EEUCE)

Is there discussicn? Discussion? Senator Eigneya.
SENATOR BIGNEY:

§iell, really, I dop®t think this bill bhas improved a
vhole lot over night, because I don®t thigk anything was done
to amend it or apything of the sort. We're talking aktout
forty wmillion dollars of additional Londing Ly the State.
Now, the statement was made that while we passed the funding
mechaniss here yesterday in the form of that additicnal
generator's tax which we also unwisely adcpted. I might just
point out to you, however, that that thing was also scaled
down to the point where it probakly...by the sponsor®s own
figures will not bring in any more thenm atcut four milliocn
dollars a year which would barely pay the interest on the
bonds let alone pay in anything on the ggrincipal. Further-
more, if our experience in the State of 1llincs is similiar
to those in New York and some of our sister states and the

earnings from that generator tax prcduce akout a third of its
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original projection, se®re going to ke terrikly short of hav-
ing the =zoney to pay off the obligation og these bonds. Sc, I
think it +would be very unwise at this tise tc be going into
any such highly expensive forty million dcllar bonding Egro-
grame
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR EEFUCE)

Further discussion? Senator Eock.
SENATCR EOCK:

Thank you, Er. Fresident and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. As I remarked the other day when the bill failed Ly
just a couple of votes, this, in fact, pow has behind it a
revenue stream because we, in fact, have the generatcr tax.
This 1is the easiest one of the twc. And the fact is that wue
have to make sose provisiom for a cleanup. I sguld urge an
Aye vote. I don*t frankly see anything wrqung with this one at
all.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR EEUCE)

Furtber discussion? Senator Demuzio zay close. The gques-
tion is, shall Senate Bill 1948 pass. Those in faver vote
Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is gpen. Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted sho wish? Take the record. On that gques-
tion, the Ayes are 32, the Bays are 21, 1 voting Present
{Machine cutoff)...bill 1948 having failed tc receive the
required constituticnal majority is declared lost. Sepate
Bill 1660, Senator DeAngelis. It*s been read a third time.
SENATOB LCeANGELIS:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President. Sepate Eill 1660 is the
one that requires that juveniles be separated fros adults.
The bill failed by opne vote on a verified roll call. 1 have
talked to some people regarding their pcsitions and they havs
indicated they will vote favorably. I don®t think I will go
through the shole bill again, be hagpy tc¢ ansser any ques-

tions, though.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR EFRUCE)

Is there discussion? Senator Euzbee, Marcvitz and Kelly
seek recognition. Sebator Buzbee.
SENATQR EUZEEE:

Well, Senator, I certainly applaud the...the philoscophby
of what you're trying to get to here, but we just defeated a
pay raise bill a few minutes ago for =state's attorpmeys and
sheriffs on the basis of what it was gaing tc cost the ccum—-
ties to be able to pay those folks that additiomal ongney. I
can tell you that there are a lot of little cqunty jails in
ay area that cannot cosply at the present tise with statutory
requirements that this General Assewmnbly passed as to the
physical facilities of their jails. Now if We're going to
nake this a requirement, they®re prchakly going to have tc go
in, as I understand it, and build additiomal facilities. Let
me tell you, to the extent...at least cge ccunty in my dis-
trict tbat...that passed or rather pfput a referegdum on
fore..for an increased tax to build a new jail and it was
defeated overvhelmingly. I don't know what's gcing t¢ happen
to a lot of those little ccunty jails but gprcbably a lot of
them are going tc be closed at scne peint if...if the Stat-
utes are mnot changed and if the Lepartment ¢f Correcticans
keeps enforcing them the way they have been up tq this point.
Now you're putting another requirement cn to spend mcre tax-—
payer dollars and 1et_ne ask you this, is the State Mandate's
Act going to be operative here? Will the State e required
to go in and now build these facilities for...these ceparate
juvenile facilities for...fcr juvenile cffenders? That®s a
question.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR EEUCE)

Senator DeAngelis.
SENATOR LCeANGELIS:

Well, let me answer your gquestion this way, Senator

Buzbee. If I bhad a county jail that was nct in coggliance,
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and you would be out of compliance under current law without
this bill, that I sould vote for this bill, *cause this bill
does two things that you can't do right now. Cne is it pro-
vides some alternatives for detention. Secondly, there is
reimbursment for putting them in a differemt place that doces
in fact cosply. So I would think that®s a reasop for voting
for the bill mot voting against it.
PRESIDING OFFICEE: (SENATCR EBUCE)

Purther discussion? Senatcr Marovitz.
SENATOE MABOVITZ:

Well, I just want to reiterate to €verybodyee
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR EEUCE)

I'm sorry, Senator Buzbee, there®s a 1ot c¢f activity up
here. We?re trying to get home. Senator FEuzkee.

SENATOR EUZBEE:

I understand, Mr. Fresident, try paying attention and you
won't have so much problems then. I don®t think you answered
ay question, Senator DeAngelis. My questicn was, dces the
Mandate's Act bhold sway here? Will the State ke required tc
pay for the building of these separate facilities?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATGE EEUCE)

Senator DeAngelis.

SENATOR LeANGELIS:

The amswer is, no, because the =requirement exists
already. This does bpot put any additional regquirezent that
doesn®t currently exist under law.

PRESIDING QFFICEE: (SENATGR EEUCE)

Senator Euzbee.

SENATCR EUZEEE:

Hell, I*n still not sure what your ansser is. You say no,
but. I...I think that what®s gcing tc bhagpen (s that
the...that the counties are going to say, ckay, now you're
going to tell us to build these separate facilities, so give

us the money to btuild thees.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR EERUCE)

Further...Senatcr LeAngelisa
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Well, 1 believe I answered the guestion. 1 said, no, it
doesn't, because they're required to do s¢ already. This puts
no additional requirement. It just reenforces that require-
ment.

PBESIDING OFFICEE: (SENATCR BEUCE)

Senator Marcvitz.

SENATOR MARGVITZ:

~ee.first of all, this does not regquire the building of
any additional facilities, this legislaticn. 2nd this is con-
sistent with some legislation that we passed recently which
involves getting tough cn crime. I sponsored a kill two years
ago, 1in conjunction sith the State's Attorbeys Asscciation
and State's Attorney Daley to transfer fifteer and sixteen
year olds, juveniles, who were charged with gurder and rape
and aggravated battery, transfer them to adult court and have
thenm tried as adults; and these young geogle, juveniles, who
will be tried as adults will not be sent bome, but they will
be placed in secure Jjuvenile detenticn cepnters. 2pd 1%ve
talked with the Department of Children and Family Services,
this is consistent with their intent. If we need to...to put
that specific language in the bill that it is ccnsistent with
their intent, then we will do so ipn the Bouse. This is con-
sistent with getting tcugh on crime but making sure that we
treat juveniles that are in fact juveniles ip the profer ran-
ner and not house them with adults and nct have them in the
same facility where there are adults. There are alternative
facilities in every county and there...this requires no
building of additicnal...of additicpal facilities in any
county in the State c¢f Illinois.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATGRE EEUCE)

Senator Kelly.
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SENATOE KELLY;

Thank you, Mr. President and menmbers cf the Senate. I
feel that it is a humane thing to do to separate the adults
from the juveniles. This is the sape Ecdy, our Senate and the
House of Representatives, that just a short time ago approved
the double-celling o¢f prisoners, amd if we®re .going to
believe in a concept of double-celling, apd especially wshen
the sepior adult insates have an ofportupity im opost
instances to choose who will be boused with tbes, 1 +think
that in...in all decency, we should have a sefparate facility,
separat€...separation of the...bcth of these groups. So, 1I%n
going to sugport the mction.

PBESIDING OFFICER: {SEBATCE BEUCE)

Further discussiocn? Senator DeldAbngelis may close.
SENATOR CeAMNGELIS:

Boll call, please¢a
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SEBATCE BEOCE)

Question is, shall Senate Bill 1660 pass. Those in favor
vote Aye. Those opposed wote Nay. The vctipg is open. Have
all voted who wish? Have€...have all voted whc sish? Take the
record. On that guestion, the Ayes are 24, the Nays are 21,
none voting Present. Senate Bill 1660 hawing failed to
received the required constituticnal aajority is declared
lost. If you'd just stand at ease a nminute, tke machine has
had a beadache. Senator T[enuzio, for what purpose do you
arise?

SENATOR CENU2IC:

khile we're on a 1lull, I'd like to intrcduce one of our
0ld colleagaes who is on the Democratic side cf the aisle, 1
don*t know if that means he has seemn the light, bLut Senator
Frank Ozinga is visting with us today.

PRESIDING OFFICEB: (SENATOR EEUCE)
Senator Ozinga, it's happy to have you kack. We're very

happy. Sepater Rock, did you have an annobpcenent while we're
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vaiting for the machine? Senator Bccka
SERATOR EBGOCK:

Yes, thank ycu, Mr. President. Ke will shcrtly be dealing
with the adjournment resoluticn. We have the ERescluticns Ccp-
sent Calendar and the adjournment resolution, that essen-
tially will shut wus down for this week. ¥Ke are asked to
return to Springfield at one o°clock on Tuesday. I hope
everybody bhas a...safe and bappy Memorial [ay weekend. The
BRules Cogmittee will meet at noon on Tuesday, and £for those
who are menmbers of the Senate, who are...indicated they wish
to fly howe, I have arranged for air transportatiom at
three-thirty three-thirty.

PEESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCR ERUCE)

For what purgose does Senator Weaver arise?
SENATOR WEAVEE:

~eethank you, HMr. President. I'd just like to announce
that tomorrow is the Minority lLeader Fbilip®s Lkirthday. Be's
nearing retirement age but I don®t know whethber that seans
sixty-five.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATCE BEUCE)

a1l right. Is the old fellow bere cn the
Floor?...probably was not able to pake it out, alright.
Alright. Is there leave to go to the Order of Besolutigns?
Leave is granted. Eesolutions, Mla.a..

SECEETAEY:

Senate...Senate Joint BEesoluticng 117 offered by Senator

Bocke
(Secretary reads SJR 117)
PBESIDING OFFICEBR: (SENATCR BEUCE)

Senator Rock moves for the suspensicn ¢f the rules
immediate consideration and adoption <c¢f the rescglution.
OD...0D the motion, those im favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The
Ayes have it. On the motion to...to adopt the rescluticn,

those in favor say Aye. Opposed Nay. The Ryes have it. The
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resolution is adopted. We have a few cother matters to take
care of...it®s obe o*clock Tuesday but we bhave not yet
adjourned. #4e just adopted the resclutiom. Besoluticns, HNr.
Secretary.
SECHETABY:

The fcllowing resclutions are all congratulatory:

Senate Besolution 651 offered by Senatcr Savickas and all
Senators.

Senate Besolution 652, by Sepators Geo-
Karis,..-Barkhausen, Schaffer and Keats.

Senate Kesolution 653, by Senator Ehilip.

Senate Resoluticm 654, by Senator Demuzic and all Sepa-
tors.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR BBUCE)

Is there leave tc add those resclutions tc the Resolution
Consent Calendar? Leave is granted. Mr. Secretary, bave any
Senators filed objection tc any of the resclutions filed on
the Resoclution Consent Calendar?

SECEETARI:

No objections have been filed, Mr. President.
PEESILCING OFFICER: (SENATOR EEUCE)

With no objection, Senator Vadalabene moves the adoption
of the resolutions on the Resolution Consent Calendar. GbD
that moticn, those in favor say Aye. Opposed Ray. The Ayes
have it. The resclutions are adopted. Ccapittee repcorts.
SECHETAEY:

Pursuant to Amended Rule 5, the Rules Ccuopittee met at
9:00 a.w., Friday, May the 25th, 1984, and makes the follou-
ing report. By unaninous vote, the committee ruled that the
following bills can be considered this Sessior of the Senate.

Senate Bill 1236. House Eills €76, 1528, 1563, 23:z5,
2388, 2389, 2466, 2473, 2475, 2525, 2569, 2570, 2576, 2598,
2615, 2616, 2619, 2622, 2666, 2692, 2714, 2735, 2787, 2800,

2803, 2856. 2873, 2898, 2913, 2926, 2927, 2834, 2936, 2937,
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3027, 3050, 3063, 3065, 3066, 3067, 3068, 3086, 3087, 3089,
3090, 3096, 3098, 3101, 3102, 3204, 3205, 3208, 3209.
The...foregoing billse were ordered segt to the Compittee on
Assignment of Eills. Signed Philip J. Bock, Chairman.
PBESIDING OFFICEHE: (SENATGR EEUCE)

Assignment of Bills. Any further busigess tg come before
the Senate? Alright. Senator Hall woves that the Senate
stand adjourned until next Tuesday at the bhour of cne
ofclock. BRules Committee at noon, rules at pccm, but Session

one o?clock next Tuesday. Have a happy weekend.



